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title  6— agricultural  credit 

diopter  IV — Commodity  Stabilization 
Service  and  Commodity  Credit  Cor> 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

B— toons,  Purchases,  and  Other 
Operations 

Part  421 — Grains  and  Related 
Commodities  \ 

SUBPiRT — PROVISIONS  FOR  PARTICIPATION  OF 
nKANCIAL  INSTITUTIONS  IN  POOLS  OF  CCC 

prick  sxtpport  loans  of  certain  com- 

KODITIES 

lUs  subpart  contains  the  regulations 
(hereinafter  called  regulations  in  this 
nbpart)  providing  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  under  which  financial  institutions 
may  participate  in  pools  of  loans  made  to 
producers  on  certain  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  under  price  support  programs 
announced  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agri- 
eolture. 

Etc, 

421^1  Ddbiiition  of  terms. 

421R802  Pooling  of  prjce  support  program 
loan  notes. 

4S1J803  Rate  of  interest  and  basis  of  com¬ 
putation  of  interest  earned. 
421S804  Maturity  date  of  certificates. 

431^805  Disbursement  of  funds  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  loans. 

431S806  Transfer  of  certificates. 

4013807  Exchange  of  certificates. 

431^808  Payment  of  face  amount  of  certifi¬ 
cate. 

481.3809  Payment  of  interest  earned. 

4313810  Acceptance  of  documents  by  finan¬ 
cial  institutions.  i 

4313811  Acceptance  of  terms. 

Aothobitt;  §§  421.3801  to  421.3811  issued 
under  sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15 
U.  8.  C.  714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  6,  62 
8tatl072;  16  U.  S.  C.714c. 

t^l.3801  Definition  of  terms.  As 
RM  in  §§  421.3801  to  421.3811,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  terms  shall  have  the  following 
iteanings: 

(a)  “CCC”  shall  mean  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  of  the  U.  S.  Depart- 
nicntof  Agriculture. 

(b)  “CSS”  shall  mean  the  Commodity 
Stabilization  Service,  U.  S-  Department 
of  Agriculture. 

(c)  “Commodity  Office”  shall  mean  (1) 
with  respect  to  certificate(s)  payable 
through  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chi- 
C880,  the  Evanston  CSS  Commodity 
OOce  located  at  2201  Howard  Street, 


Evanston,  Illinois,  and  (2)  with  respect 
to  certificate (s)  payable  through  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas  City,  the 
Kansas  City  iCSS  Commodity  Office  lo¬ 
cated  at  560  Westport  Road,  Kansas  City 
41,  Missouri. 

(d)  “Financial  institution”  ^hall  mean 
a  commercial  bank  which  accepts  de¬ 
mand  deposits,  an  association  organized 
pursuant  to  state  law  and  supervised  by 
state  banking  authorities,  or  a  produc¬ 
tion  credit  association. 

Xe)  “Payee’s  transit  number”  shall 
mean  the  ABA  transit  number  of  com¬ 
mercial  banks  or  the  transit  number 
assigned  by  CCC  to  other  eligible  finan¬ 
cial  institutions. 

(f)  “Price  support  program  loans” 
shall  mean  loans  approved  imder  the 
price  support  programs  aimoimced  by 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  pursuant 
to  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended,  and  related  Acts. 

(g)  “Producer”  shall  mean  any  person, 
firm,  or  association  eligible  to  obtain  price 
support  program  loans. 

(h)  “ASC  County  Office”  shall  mean 
the  Office  of  the  Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  County  Com¬ 
mittee  for  the  coimty  in  which  the 
producer’s  farm  is  located  on  which  the 
commodity  approved  for  a  price  support 
program  loan  was  produced. 

(i)  “Certificate’’  shall  mean  certificate 
of  interest,  the  document  which  evidences 
the  financial  institution’s  participation  in 
financing  price  support  program  loans. 

(j)  “Producer  note”  shall  mean  the 
producer’s  note  and  supplemental  loan 
agreement  (Commodity  Loan  Form  A), 
producer’s  note  and  loan  agreement 
^Commodity  Loan  Form  B),  producer’s 
note  and  loan  agreement  (CCC  Dry  Bean 
Form  B),  or  producer’s  note  and  loan 
agreement  (CCC  Rice  Form  B) . 

(k)  “Holder  of  record”  shall  mean  the 
financial  institution  shown  as  payee,  as 
designated  by  the  payee’s  transit  num¬ 
ber,  on  the  face  of  the  certificate.  . 

(l)  “Holder”  shall  mean  the  holder  of 
record  or  the  financial  institution  which 
has  acquired  a  certificate  by  transfer 
pursuant  to  §  421.3806. 

§  421.3802  Pooling  of  price  support 
program  loan  notes.  Commencing  with 
the  1958  crop  year  CCC  will  place  in  a 
single  pool  for  each  crop  year  all  pro¬ 
ducer  notes  evidencing  price  support 
program  loans  on  barley,  com,  dry  edi- 
(Continued  on  p.  3915) 
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tent  SU5  though  certificates  were  Issued  the  loan.  The  finauftial  institution  shall 
equal  to  the  amount  by  which  the  unpaid  insert  the  payee’s  transit  number  in  the 
principal  amount  of  loans  comprising  space  so  identified  on-the  certificate  and 
the  pool  exceeds  the  face  value  of  out-  shall  insert  the  date  of  disbursement  in 
standing  certificates.  To  the  extent  of  the  space  titled  "date  disbursed"  on  the 
such  interest,  CCC  reserves  the  right  to  certificate.  After  the  payee’s  transit 
offer  financial  institutions  the  opportu-  number  and  the  date  have  been  inserted, 
nity  to  participate  in  the  pool  through  the  financial  institution  shall  retain  the 
issuance  of  certificates  upon  the  pay-  certificate  until  it  is  tendered  to  CCC  for* 
ment  to  CCC  of  the  face  amoimt  thereof,  purchase  or  exchange  or  transferred  to 
In  the  event  such  offer  is  to  be  made,  another  financial  institution, 
announcements  thereof  will  be  made  by  (c)  Limitation  on  period  of  disburse- 
CCC.  CCC  shall  have  the  residual  inter-  ment  of  loans^  Each  certificate  will 
est  in  any  proceeds  of  the  pool  remain-  show  the  final  date  on  which  the  loan 
ing  after  pasmaent  of  the  face  value  of  may  be  disbursed.  The  flnn.ncifti  insti- 
certificates  plus  earned  interest.  CCC  tuition  shall  not  disburse  funds  in  con-  " 
may  remove  from  the  pool  at  any  time  nection  with  a  loan  after  the  finn.!  date 
notes  representing  all  or  any' part  of  its  for  disbursement  shown  on  the  related 
interest  in  the  pool,  certificate. 

§  421.3803  Rate  of  interest  and  basis  Knowledge  of  ineligibility  for^^^^^ 

of  computation  of  interest  earned.  Cer-  financial  institution  not  dls- 

tificates  shall  earn  interest  at  the  rate  ^  coimection  a  if, 

of  1%  percent  per  annum.  This  rate  knowledge,  the  commodity  offered 

may  be  increased  or  decreased  by  CCC  securing  the  loan  is  dam- 

upon  publication  of  a  notice  of  such  in-  ^®®^royed,  or  impaired,  or  te  sub¬ 
crease  or  decrease  in  the  Federal  Regis-  elUJunibraMe, 

ter:  Provided,  That  with  respect  to  any  ^  ^  otherwise  toeUgible  ^r  a  The 
decrease  in  the  interest  rate,  the  effec-  institution  wlfich  disburses 

tive  date  of  such  decrease  shall  be  at  in  TOimection  with  loa^  to  viola- 

least  30  days  subsequent  to  the  date  of  provision  shall  b^ble  to 

publication  of  notice  thereof  in  the  Fed-  CCC  for  ^y  1^  incurred  by  CCC  in  con- 
ERAL  Register.  Interest  earned  will  be  section  therewith, 
paid  on  a  365  day  basis  from  and  includ-  _  (e)  R^fced  certificate.  The 
ing  the  date  disbursed  shown  on  the  cer-  which  approved  a  loan  will 

tificate  to.  but  not  including,  the  matur-  notify  the  toancial  i^titution  nam^  m 
ity  date  of  the  certificate,  the  date  the  ^®  certificate  pf  the 

certificate  is  presented,  at  option  of  revocation  of  a  certificate  which  is  l^t, 
holder,  to  CCC  for  purchase  or  the  date  destroyed  befpre  presentation 

a  certificate  is  to  be  presented  to  CCC  for  ^  ^®  ^^^cial  iMtituUon  on  behalf  of 
purchase  or  cancellation  in  accordance  ^®  which  has  o^erwise  be- 

with  notice  given  the  holder  of  record  ^9*?®  i^o^^Sible  for  toe  b^is  of 

pursuant  to  §  421.3802.  whichever  date  ?^® 

first  occurs  stitution  shall  acknowledge  receipt  of 

such  notice  and,  thereafter,  shall  not  ac- 

§  421.3804  Maturity  date  of  certifl-  cept  such  certificate  as  toe  basis  for  dis- 
cates.  The  maturity  date  of  certificates  bursing  funds  in  connection  with  tjhe 
issued  pursuant  to  the  regulations  in  this  loan. 

subpart  shall  be  August  1  of  the  year  ,  m  a 

next  following  the  crop  year  indicated  on  .  5  421.3806  Trons/er  0/  cerftflcofej. 
the  certificate  *  A  certificate,  upon  which  disbursement 
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hie  beans,  fiaxseed,  grain  sorghums, 
honey,  oats,  farm-stored  peanuts,  rice, 
rye  soybeans,  tung  oil,  and  wheat.  CCC 
may  place  in  the  pool  for  any  crop  year 
notes  evidencing  any  additional  un¬ 
matured  price  support  program  loans 
held  by  CCC  which  were  disbursed  un¬ 
der  a  CCC  price  support  program  for  an 
earlier  crop  year  or  for  any  other  com¬ 
modity.  Financial  institutions  may  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  pool  by  disbursing  funds 
In  connection  with  price  support  pro¬ 
gram  loans  on  the  commodities  named 
above  in  accordance  with  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  this  subpart.  In  consideration 
of  the  disbursement,  CCC  will  issue  to 
the  financial  institution  a  certificate 
having  a  face  value  equal  to  the  amount 
of  disbursement.  The  certificate  will 
show  a  crop  year  indicating  the  pool  to 
which  it  applies.  CCC  reserves  the  right 
to  purchase,  at  its  option,  at  any  time, 
any  outstanding  certificate  at  its  face 
value  plus  earned  interest.  CCC  will 
purchase  upon  presentation,  at  the  op¬ 
tion  of  toe  holder,  all  outstanding  cer¬ 
tificates  at  face  value  plus  earned  in¬ 
terest  and  will,  in  the  event  the  face 
nJue  of  outstanding  certificates  on  the 
last  day  of  any  month  exceeds  the  im- 
paid  principal  amount  of  the  loans  com¬ 
prising  toe  pool,  as  determined  by  (XC, 
call  in  for  paymeht  and  cancellation 
outstanding  certificates  in  an  amount 
sufficient  to  reduce  the  face  value  of  the 
outstanding  certificates  to  or  below  the 
value  of  the  unpaid  principal  amount 
of  the  loans  comprising  the  pool.  The 
qiecific  certificate  (s)  to  be  so  purchased 
or  called  in  for  payment  and  cancella¬ 
tion  shall  be  determined  by  CCC.  Each 
holder  of  record  of  a  certificate  to  be 
purchased^  the  option  of  CCC  or  called 
in  for  payment  and  cancellation  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
lection  shall  be  notified  by  mail,  at  least 
15  days  prior  to  the  date  such  certificate 
is  to  be  purchased  or  turned  in  to  CCX? 
for  payment  and  cancellation,  that  the 
eert^cate  is  to  be  presented  to  CCC  for 
.purchase  or  payment  and  cancellation 
by  such  date.  Payment  of  the  face 
amount  of  the  certificates,  and  the  in- 
.terest  earned  thereon,  which  are  tend¬ 
ered  for  purchase  or  pasmaent  and  can¬ 
cellation,  shall  be  made  as  prescribed  in 
H  421.3808  and  421.3809.  CCC  will  not 
blue  certificates  to  Itself  but  shall  have 
an  Interest  in  the  pool  to  the  same  exr 
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endorsement  and  delivery  and  desires 
to  obtain  certificates  showing  such  fi¬ 
nancial  institution  as  the  payee  shall 
endorse  the  certificates  to  CCC  and 
tender  them  to  the  appropriate  Com¬ 
modity  Office  (S  421.3801  (c) )  with  a  re¬ 
quest  for  replacement  certificate  (s ) .  If 
a  financial  institution  desires  fewer  cer¬ 
tificates  of  larger  denominations  it  shall 
specify  in  its  request  the  denominations 
and  number  of  each  desired.  Replace- 
must  certificates  will  show,  as  payee, 
the  financial  institution  which  tendered 
certificates  for  exchange  and  will  show 
the  payee's  transit  number  identifying 
such  financial  institution.  The  replace¬ 
ment  certificate(s)  will  be  issued  in  such 
denominations  as  may  be  requested  by 
the  financial  institution:  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  the  total  value  of  the  replace¬ 
ment  certificate  (s)  issued  shall  be  equal 
to  the  sum  of  the  face  values  of  the  cer¬ 
tificates  tendered  for  exchange  with  each 
request.  The  “date  disbursed”  on  re¬ 
placement  certificate  (s)  shall  be  the 
average  of  the  dates  disbursed,  shown  on 
the  certificates  tendered  with  each  re¬ 
quest  for  issuance  of  replacement  cer- 
tificate(s),  weighted  in  accordance  with 
the  amounts  thereof.  The  date  dis¬ 
bursed  (weighted  average  date)  of  each 
replacement  certificate  will  be  computed 
as  follows:  (a)  The  date  the  certificates 
are  received  for  exchange  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  OflBce  will  be  used  as  the  inter¬ 
est  focal  date;  (b)  the  dollar  days  $ach 
certificate  has  been  outstanding  to,  but 
not  including,  the  interest  focal  date 
will  be  computed;  (c)  the  total  dollar 
days  will  be  divided  by  the  sum  of  the 
face  value  of  all  certificates  tendered  for 
exchange  to  determine  the  average  num¬ 
ber  of  days  the  certificates  were  out¬ 
standing  (fractions  of  V2  day  or  more 
will  be  raised  to  th^*  next  whole  digit; 
fractions  of  less  than  V2  day ‘will  be  dis¬ 
regarded)  ;  and  (d)  the  average  number 
of  days'  outstanding  will  be  subtracted 
from  the  interest  focal  date  to  determine 
the  date  disbursed  to  be  shown  on  the 
replacement  certificate  (s).  Certificates 
maturing  in  different  years  must  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  separate  requests  for  is¬ 
suance  of  replacement  certificate  (s)  for 
each  maturity.  All  requests  for  replace¬ 
ment  certificate (s)  must  be  submitted 
to  the  applicable  Commodity  OfiBce  prior 
to  the  15th  day  before  maturity  of  the 
certificate  (s)  tendered  for  exchange.  In 
the  event  certificates  are  tendered  dur¬ 
ing  the  15  day  period  prior  to  maturity, 
the  certificates  will  be  held  by  CCC  until 
maturity,  at  which  time  the  face  amount 
plus  interest  earned  thereon  will  be 
paid  to  the  financial  institution  which 
tendered  the  certificates. 

§  421.3808  Payment  of  face  amount 
of  certificate.  The  holder  of  a  certificate 
may  receive  payment,  at  any  time,  for 
the  face  amount  thereof  by  presentation 
of  a  certificate  through  normal  banking 
channels  to  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
through  which  the  certificate  is  payable 
or  upon  presentation  of  the  certificate, 
endorsed  to  CCC,  directly  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  Commodity  OflBce  (§  421.3801  (c) ). 
The  Federal  Reserve  Bank  will  receive 
the  certificate  as  a  cash  item.  In  the 
event  certificates  are  presented  directly 
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to  the  Commodity  Ofllce,  pasmient  of  the 
face  amoimt  will  be  made  by  that  office. 

§  421.3809  Payment  of  interest 
earned.  The  Conunodity  Office  will  com¬ 
pute  interest  earned  on  the  total  face 
value  at  certificates  showing  the  same 
payee’s  transit  number  on  the  face  there¬ 
of  paid  through  the  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  each  day  and  will  pay  such  interest 
to  the  financial  institution  indicated  by 
such  payee’s  transit  number.  Interes't 
earned  on  certificates  presented  directly 
to  the  Commodity  Office  will  be  paid  to 
the  financial  institution  which  presented 
the  certificates  for  payment.  Interest  on 
certificates  tendered  for  exchange  dur¬ 
ing  the  15  day  period  prior  to  maturity 
will  be  paid  as  provided  in  §  421.3807. 
Interest  will  not  be  "paid  on  any  certifi¬ 
cate  for  any  period  beyond  the  date  of 
maturity  (§  421.3804),  the  date  of  pay¬ 
ment  by  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  or 
Commodity  Office  (§421.3808),  or  the 
date  the  Certificate  is  to  be  presented  to 
CCC  for  purchase  or  cancell&,tion  in 
accordance  with  notice  given  the  holder 
of  record  (§  421.3802),  whichever  is  ear¬ 
lier.  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sion  of  this  subpart,  if  the  interest- 
payable  to  a  financial  institution  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section  is  computed  to  be  less  than  three 
dollars  on  any  day,  no  payment  shall  be 
made  for  such  interest. 

§  421.3810  Acceptance  of  documents 
"by  financial  institutions.  It  shall  be  the 
responsibility  of  CCC  (a)  to  determine 
that  the  producer  is  eligible  and  that  the 
producer  note  has  been  properly  ex¬ 
ecuted,  and  (b)  to  issue  a  certificate  in 
the  name  of  the  financial  institution 
designated  by  the  producer,  the  face 
amount  of  which  shall  be  the  sum  of 
money  which  the  financial  institution  is 
authorized  to  disburse.  Financial  insti¬ 
tutions  may  accept  certificates  when  pre¬ 
sented  by  producers  with  the  related  pro¬ 
ducer  note  as  prescribed  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  §  421.3805  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  paragraphs  (c),  (d),  and  (e)  of 
§  421.3805,  as  evidence  that  properly  exe¬ 
cuted  producer  notes  are  held' in  the 
ASC  County  Office  and  shall  not  be  re¬ 
sponsible  for  any  discrepancies  which 
may  subsequently  be  determined  to  exist 
between  a  certificate  and  the  related 
producer  note  and  shall  be  held  harmless 
by  (X^C  from  any  loss  sustained  as  a 
consequence  of  such  discr^ancies. 

§  421.3811  Acceptance  of  terms. 
Lending  agencies  shall  not  make  dis¬ 
bursements  on  price  support  program 
loans  for  1958  or  subsequent  crop  years 
pursuant  to  lending  agency  agreements' 
(CCC  Forms  322  and  322-1) .  The  regu¬ 
lations  in  this  subpart  will  constitute  the 
offer  of  CCC  to  financial  institutions  to 
participate  in  pools  of  price  support 
program  loans  by  dispersing  funds  in 
connection  with  price  support  program 
loans  on  commodities  listed  in  §  421.3802. 
A  financial  institution  which  makes  dis¬ 
bursements  pursuant  to  the  “county 
office  copy”  of  the  producer  note  and 
related  certificates  or  a  transferee  finan¬ 
cial  institution  which  accepts  cetificates 
endorsed  by  the  payee  shall  by  such  act 
evidence  acceptance  of  the  terms  and 
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conditions  contained  In  the  reeuUHA... 
in  this  subpart. 

Issued  this  2d  day  of  June  1958. 

[seal]  Clarence  L.  Mn.tit 
Acting  Executive  Vice  Presid^ 
Commodity  Credit  Corporal^, 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58—4252;  Piled,  June  4.  iom 
8:56  a.  m.l 

TITLE  14— CIVIL  AVIATION 

Chapter  I — Civil  Aeronautics  Boord 

[Reg.  No.  SR-424] 

Part  60 — Air  Traffic  Rules 

SPECIAL  CIVIL  AIR  REGULATION;  POSITIVlUl 
TRAFFIC  CONTROL  EXPERHIInt 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronauttcg 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.  c 
on  the  28th  day  of  May  1958.  ’  ^ 

On  April  17,  1958,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  issued.  Draft  Release 
No.  58—8  (23  F.  R.  2742)  which  would 
authorize  the  Administrator  to  designate 
a  portion  of  airspace  within  which  posi. 
tive  control  of  air  traffic  would  be  exer¬ 
cised.  Comments  on  this  proposal  an 
due  on  or  before  June  25,  1958.  Subse¬ 
quent  developments  make  it  necessaiy 
for  the  Board  to  take  regulatory  action' 
at  the  earliest  possible  time.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  has  now  advised  the  Board 
that  he  has  the  capability  to  implement 
positive  control  on  the  three  transconti¬ 
nental  routes  linking  New  York  and 
Washington  with  Los  Angeles  and  San 
Francisco  at  the  altitudes  from  17,000 
to  22,000  feet.  Under  the  circumstances 
the  Board  is  promulgating  this  regulation 
immediately  to  become  effective  on  June 
15, 1958. 

In  discussing  the  positive  control  am- 
cept.  Draft  Release  No.  58-8  stated  sub¬ 
stantially  as  follows: 

The  current  provisions  of  Part  60  of 
the  Civil  Air  Regulations  classify  all  air 
traffic  into  two  broad  categmies:  (1) 
VFR,  or  that  category  of  air  traffic  op¬ 
erating  in  weather  Conditions  in  which 
it  is  assumed  that  all  pilots  are  able  to 
see  and  avoid  other  aircraft,  and  (fT 
IFR,  or  that  category  of  air  traffic  oper¬ 
ating  in  weather  conditions  in  whi<^  it 
is  assumed  that  pilots  are  not  able  to 
see  and  avoid  other  aircraft.  Weathw 
conditions  which  limit  the  range  of  visi¬ 
bility  of  a  pilot,  therefore,  are  the  prin¬ 
cipal  factors  determining  the  applicabil¬ 
ity  of  these  rules. 

In  applying  the  principle  of  “see  and 
be  seen”  in  the  air  traffic  rules  of  Part 
60,  the  Board,  up  to  the  present  time,  has 
dealt  principally  with  the  meteorological 
conditions  which  affect  a  pilot's  ability 
to  see  other  aircraft.  For  some  tinw, 
however,  it  has  become  increasingly  ap¬ 
parent  that  the  long-established  “see  and 
be  seen”  philosophy  applicable  to.,VFR 
flight  must  also  take  account  of  the  ex¬ 
treme  rates  of  closure  which  are  the 
result  of  the  very  high  speeds  at  whWi 
certain  aircraft  operate. 

Under  certain  circumstances.  It  ap¬ 
pears  that  the  rate  of  closure  of  very 
high-speed  aircraft  is  such  that  the  total 
time  in  which  the  aircraft  may  be  visible 
to  a  pilot  of  another  aircraft  is  so  short 
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that  pilots  cannot  be  expected  to  insiwe 
Z^ration  between  aircraft  irrespective 
J^e  weather  conditions  in  which  they 

%?as^en  recognized  that  in  the  in- 

*  t  of  safety  there  are  certain  areas 
«ftoe  common  system  where  the  prob- 
lin  of  collision  avoidance  inherent  in 
wrii-speed  operations  requires  the  use 
flf  air  traflSc  control  separation  by 
^und  controllers  even  in  good  weather 

®°Tbe^pmT?ose  of  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  was  to  permit  the  Administrator  to 
designate  such  a  segment  of  airspace 
which  will  provide  for  an  accurate  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
traffic  handling  problems  involved  in  the 
actual  application  of  the  all-weather 
Dositive  control  concept. 

llic  air  traffic  rules  governing  flight  in 
this  portion  of  the  airspace  will  be  iden¬ 
tical  with  the  current  requirements  for 
coihplete  IPR  operation  in  other  con¬ 
trolled  airspace.  All  aircraft  operated 
within  it  must  be  fully  equipped  for  all- 
wkther  operations  and  all  pilots  must 
be  capid)le  of  instrument  flight. 

In  order  to  achieve  a  true  positive  con¬ 
trol  sy^m  which  will  relieve  the  pilot  of 
the  responsibility  to  visually  avoid  other 
air  traffic,  it  is  imperative  that  no  un¬ 
controlled  traffic  be  intermingled  in  this 
airspace.  Air  traffic  control  cannot  in¬ 
sure  positive  separation  of  all  traffic  in 
a  specific  area  unless  it  has  complete 
control  of  all  traffic  within  that  area. 

All  VFR  fiight  irrespective  of  weather 
conditions  will  be  prohibited  from  oper¬ 
ating  in  this  airspace.  “VFR  conditions 
on  top”  or  VFR  climb  or  descent  restric¬ 
tions,  therefore,  will  not  be  used  as  a 
traffic  control  limitation. 

While  the  requirement  for  an  IFR  ca¬ 
pability  is  not  expected  to  impose  an 
undue  burden  on  those  who  typically 
operate  at  these  altitudes,  the  inclusion 
of  this  requirement  in  this  experiment 
should  not  be  construed^  a  precedent 
to  exclude  controlled  VFR  operations  in 
future  extensions  of  this  concept  to  the 
lower  altitudes. 

The  importance  of  avoiding  this  ex¬ 
perimental  area  in  all-weather  condi¬ 
tions  by  nonparticipating  pilots  cannot 
be  overemphasized.  All  pilots  who  may 
have  occasion  to  operate  at  the  altitude 
levels  involved  are  expected  to  familiar¬ 
ise  themselves  with  the  exact  location  of 
the  designated  airspace.  Pilots  not  in¬ 
tending  to  participate  must  exercise  ex¬ 
treme  care  to  avoid  this  airspace  either 
vertically  or  laterally.  The  positive  con¬ 
trol  segment  of  airspace  will  depicted  on 
aeronautical  maps  and  charts  in  a  dis- 
ttnguishing  manner. 

The  altitudes  proposed  to  be  utilized 
to  this  route  experiment  were  20,000  to 
35,000  feet.  These  were  selected  to  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  volume  of  air  traffic  to 
evaluate  effectively  the  traffic  problems 
tovQlved  in  an  en  route  positive  control 
concept  while  at  the  same  time  creating 
the  least  possible  conflict  with  current 
<fi;)erations. 

Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  Draft 
Release  No.  58-8,  events  have  occurred 


^  which  focused  considerable  attention  on 
the  concept  advocated  in  the  proposaL 
Recent  mid-air  collisioils  and  near  misses 
between  aircraft  at  the  higher  altitudes 
in  good  weather  conditions  where  piston 
aitd  Jet  aircraft  are  mixed  have  further 
highlighted  the  need  for  Immediate 
action. 

The  Administrator  has  now  advised 
thb  Board  that  there  is  sufficient  capacity 
in  the  air  traffic  control  system  to  permit 
initiation  of  the  positive  control  experi¬ 
ment  by  June  15, 1958. 

He  further  advises  that  because  of  the 
traffic  flow  characteristics  of  piston  en¬ 
gine  aircraft  and  the  operational  alti¬ 
tudes  employed  in  many  jet  aircraft  pro¬ 
cedures,  the  positive  control  experiment 
can  be  initiated  with  more  effect  and  less 
burden  on  the  majority  of  airspace  users 
if  the  experiment  is  implemented  along 
certain  airways  between  17,000  and 
22,000  feet. 

In  the  light  of  the  urgent  requirement 
for  positive  separation  of  aircraft  in  good 
weather  conditions  as  well  as  bad,  the 
Board  considers  it  imperative  to  initiate 
this  program  immediately. 

For  the  reasons  stated  above,  the  Board 
flnds  that  a  situation  exists  requiring 
immediate  action  in  the  interest  of  safety 
in  air  commerce,  that  further  notice  and 
public  procedure  hereon  are  contrary  to 
the  public  interest,  and  the  Board  flnds 
that  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
Special  Civil  Air  Regulation  effective  on 
less  than  30  days’  notice. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  present 
written  data  setting  forth  their  views 
with  respect  to  the  rules  herein  adopted 
are  requested  to  submit  such  matter  to 
the  Board  on  or  before  June  25, 1958.  All 
communications  so  received  in  addition 
to  comments  received  in  response  to 
Draft  Release  No.  58-8  will  be  considered 
by  the  Board  and  the  rules  herein 
adopted  will  be  re-evaluated  in  the  light 
of  the  comments  submitted. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  hereby  makes 
and  promulgates  the  following  Special 
Civil  Air  Regulation,  effective  June  15, 
1958: 

(1)  The  Administrator  is  hereby  authorized 
to  designate  as  a  "positive  control  route 
segment"  any  portion  of  the  airspace  between 
17,000  to  35,000  feet,  having  a  width  not  in 
excess  of  40  miles. 

(2)  No  person  shall  operate  an  aircraft 
within  such  designated  airspace  without 
prior  approval  of  air  traffic  control. 

(3)  All  VFR  flight  activities,  irrespective 
of  weather  conditions,  are  prohibited  from 
operating  in  this  designated  airspace. 

(4)  All  aircraft  operated  within  Uils  desig¬ 
nated  airspace  sh%ll  have  the  instruments 
and  equipment  ciurently  required  for  IFR 
operations  and  all  pilots  shall  be  rated  for 
instrument  flight. 

This  Special  Civil  Air  Regulation  is 
issued  under  the  authority  of  Title  VI 
of  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended.  It  shall  be  effective  until  June 
15,  1959,  unless  sooner  superseded  or  re- 
'  scinded  by  the  Board. 

(Sec.  205,  52  Stat.  084,  as  amended:  49  U.  S.  C. 
425.  Interprets  or  applies  secs.  601,  1005,  52 


Stat.  1007,  as  amended,  1028,  as  amended; 
40  U.  S.  O.  551,  646) 

Effective:  June  15, 1958. 

Adopted:  May  28, 1958. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  M.  C,  Mulligan, 

Secretary, 

[F.  R.  Doc.  68-4142;  Filed,  June  4,  1968; 
8:62  a.  m.) 


Chapter  II — Civil  Aeronautics  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Commerce  • 

Part  601 — ^Designation  or  the  Conti¬ 
nental  Control  Area,  Control  Areas, 
Control  Zones,  Reporting  Points,  and 
Positive  Control  Route  Segments 

SUBPAgT  I — DESIGNATED  POSITIVE  CONTROL 
ROUTE  SEGMENTS 

Pursuant  to  Special  Civil  Air  Regula¬ 
tion  424,^  adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronau¬ 
tics  Board  May  28. 1958,  effective  June  15, 
1958,  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has 
delegated  to  the  Administrator  the  au¬ 
thority  to  designate  positive  control  route 
segments  in  any  portion  of  the  airspace 
between  17,000  to  35,000  feet,  having  a 
\^idth  not  in  excess  of  40  miles,  at  which 
certain  operational  requirements  shall 
be  applicable.  This  subpart  is  hereby 
adopted  by  the  Administrator  for  the 
designation  of  such  positive  control  route 
segments. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  given  him  by 
special  CAR  424,  the  Administrator,  in 
order  to  implement  it,  is  herewith  im¬ 
posing  positive  control  on  airway  seg¬ 
ments  between  altitude  levels  especially 
selected  because  these  airspace  areas  are 
peculiarly  suitable,  from  the  standpoint 
of  volume  and  type  of  traffic  and  existing 
air  traffic  control  capabilities,  to  afford 
a  comprehensive  testing  ground  for  a 
first  stage  implementation  of  positive 
control. 

The  Administrator,  in  promulgating 
this  rule  and  flxing  an  early  effective 
date,  does  so  in  recognition:  of  the  press¬ 
ing  need,  highlighted  by  recent  mid-air 
collisions  and  near  misses,  for  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  additional  regulations  so  as  to 
bring  about  a  sorer  and  safer  separation 
of  all  aircraft  using  the  airspace  over 
continental  United  States.  The  urgency 
fpr  such  action  is  thoroughly  set  forth  in 
the  preamble  to  Special  CAR  424,  con- 
cmrently  published.  However,  various 
practical  problems  especially  pertaining 
to  the  implementing  regulations  of  the 
Administrator  herein  promulgated,  must 
be.  and  are,  recognized  by  the  Adminis¬ 
trator.  The  following  comments  relate 
to  these  problems. 

The  airspace  designated  for  positive 
control  by  these  regulations  is,  generally 
speaking,  on  selected  ahwi^s  running 
between  the  east  coast  a^  west  coast  of 
the  United  States,  together  with  certain 
supplemental  and  inter-connecting:  air¬ 
ways,  between  the  altitudes  of  17,000  and 


*  Part  60,  Chapter  I  of  this  title,  F.  B.  DOe. 
68-4142,  supra. 
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22,000  feet  inclusive.  It  must  be  under-  would  be  impracticable  and  contrary  to  tersectlon  of  the  Loe  Angeles  omn 
stood  that  this  imdertaking  is  necessarily  public  interest  and  therefore  is  not  the  Long  Beach,  caiu.,  oa4« , 

a  first  step.  It  is  equally  applicable  to  all  required.  ' 

categories  of  military  and  civilian  opera-  1.  The  title  to  Part  601  of  this  chapter  Daggett  Caiif^  omnirange 
tions.  In  exercising  positive  control  no  is  amended  to  read  as  set  forth  above:  v.  omnirange  station;  vaiie  aS 

preferential  treatment  is  to  be  accorded  2.  A  new  subpart  I  is  added  to  read  as  range’  station;  Farmington,  n.’mcx  ’ 
to  any  one  classification  of  user  over  follows:  range  station:  -  ~  ‘ 

It  is  recognized  that  anv  nrocedures  §  601.8001  General.  The  airspace  Russell,  Kans. 

procedures  following  airways,  including 

adopted  m  the  imti^  implementation  ol  ^  coinciding  alrwa%  embraced  within 
the  p«itive  conteol  p^r^  miKt  of  „  22,000 

necessity  be  subject  to  m^lfl^tions  ^d  <MSL>  inclusive,  within  their  exist, 

changes  as  experience  dictates.  It  is  ,  i-to-al  limits  is  deslenated  as  a  Posl- 
also  to  be  understood  in  this  connection 

that  the  various  users  of  this  positive  *  ™  Control  Route  Segment, 
controlled  airspace  may  be  justified  in  VOB  civil  airway  no.  isio  (Los  Angeles, 
requesting  from  time  to  time  reconsid-  Caitf.,to  New  YotK  n.  y.)  {see  i  600.66 lo  of 

eration  of  these  procedures.  Becognte-  SSectl^SVe 

tag  this,  aU  users— military  and  civil-  „d  the  I,oiig  Beach,  call!.,  out-  radlala  via 
ian — will  be  afforded  ample  opportunity  the  intersection  of  the  Los  Angeles  omni- 
to  present  to  the  Administrator  their  range  057’  and  the  Daggett  omnirange  235* 
special  problems  as  they  arise  so  that  radials;  Daggett,  Calif.,  omnirange  station; 
equitable  consideration  may  be  given  to  Vegas,  Nev.,  omnirange  station;  Mormon 
modifications  and  adjustments  that  Mesa,  Nev.,  omnirange  station;  ^yce  Can- 

wmild  appear  n^essary  or  desirable.  Sah.”rn.rrgrtSoh?ri.d“^^^^^^ 

In  adopting  the  program  of  positive  colo,  omnirange  station;  Kremmllng.  Colo., 
control  as  herein  set  forth,  embracing  as  mnnirange  station;  Denver,  Colo.,  omnirange 
it  does  a  sizable  segment  of  our  civil  station;  Akron,  Colo.,  omnirange  station; 
airways,  the  Department  of  Defense  has  imperial,  Nebr.,  omnirange  station;  Grand 
urged,  and  the  AriTninist.rat.nr  has  recog-  island,  Nebr.,  omnirange  station;  Omaha, 
nized,  that  certain  types  of  military  oper-  Nebr.,  omnirange  station;  Des  Moines;  Iowa, 

ations,  such  as  training  missions,  defense  o““i>^ange  station,-  lowa  city,  Iowa,  omni- 
M  wxaxxxxxxB  range  Station;  Cordova,  Ill.,  omnirange  sta- 

missions,  and  sonie  oth^S,  ail  of  which  tion;  Naperville,  111.,  omnirange  station; 
are  vitally  related  to  the  national  de-  soutli  Bend,  Ind.,  omnirange  station;  inter- 
fense,  require  segregated  airspace  for  the  section  of  the  South  Bend  omnirange  092* 
proper  and  necessary  carrying  out  of  and  the  Waterviiie  omnirange  288’  radials; 
these  missions.  Since  aircraft  engaged  Waterviiie,  Ohio,  omnirange  station,  inciud- 
in  these  missions  cannot  be  subjected  to  a  south-  alternate  from  the  Iowa. city 
positive  control,  the  necessity  may  arise  omnirange  station  to  the  Waterviiie  omni- 

wwici.  taoge  statlon  via  the  point  of  Intersection  of 
for  the  modification  or  ddetion  of  exist-  omnirange  093’  and  the 

ing  airways,  in  order  that  segregated  jouet  omnirange  265’  radials,  the  Joliet,  Ill., 
areas  of  proper  size  and  location  can  be  omnirange  station,  the  Chicago  Heights,  ill., 
allocated  so  as  to  accommodate  military  omnirange  station  and  the  Goshen,  Ind., 
requirements.  ^  is  therefore  recognized  omnirange  station;  Cleveland,  Ohio,  omni- 
that  when  such  situations  develop,  con-  range  station;  Youngstown,  Ohio,  omnirange 
sideration  will  be  given  to  military  needs  station;  Phiiipsburg,  Pa.,  omnirange  station; 
with  the  objective  ol  preserving  positive 

controlled  airsnace  while  at  the  same  intersection  of  the  Selinsgrove  omnirange 
controiiea  airspace,  wntie  at  tne  °»uie  Allentown,  Pa.,  omnirange  211* 

tune  taxing  into  account  and  providing  radials;  to  the  Colts  Neck,  N,  j.,  omnirange 
for  the  designation  of  segregated  areas,  station;  •  •  *. 

In  embarking  on  a  program  of  positive  VOB  civil  airway  No.  6  {Oakland,  Calif.,  to 
control  by  the  designation  of  the  positive  New  York,  n.y.)  {see  §  6OO.6OO6  of  this  chap- 
control  airspace  set  forth  in  the  follow-  *  *  •:  from  the  Rock  River,  Wyo.,om. 

ing  regulations,  it  is  also  recognized  that  ^fran^  station  via  the  intersMtion  of  the 
Ii.  _X  j  xw  Rock  River  omnirange  108*  and  the  Sidney 

With  exi^rience  and  the  acquisition  of  omnirange  292’  radials;  Sidney,  Nebr.,  om- 
more  diid  better  eQUipzn^nt,  the  positive  nirange  station;  North  Platte,  Nebr.,  omni- 
control  area  will  undoubtedly,  from  time  range  station;  to  the  Grand  island,  Nebr., 
to  time,  be  expanded.  Any  expansion  of  omnirange  station;  •  •  •. 
the  positive  control  area  beyond  that  VOR  civil  airway  No.  32  (Battle  Mountain, 
being  presently  designated  will  be  sub-  Nev.,  to  Fort  Bridger,  wyo.)  {See  §  600.6032 
ject,  as  in  the  past,  to  the  rule^making  chapter).  •  •  •;  from  the  Elko,  Nev., 

requirements  of  the  Administrative  Pro-  omnirange  station;  to  the  BonnevUie,  Utah, 

cedure  Act,  thweby  giving  all  interested  °  civil  airway  No.  1504  {San  Francisco 
users  &n  opportunity  to  be  heard  with  Calif,,  to  Washington,  D,  C.)  (See  §  600,6604 
respect  to  any  such  proposed  expansions,  of  this  chapter).  •  •  •;  from  the  sacra- 
All  parties  having  an  interest  in  this  mento,  Caiif.,  omnirange  station  via  the  in¬ 
subject  have  been  duly  informed  of  the  tersectlon  of  the  Sacramento  omnlrangi 
following  regulations  of  the  Adminis-  Reno  omnirange  230’  radials; 

trator.  AU  comments  and  views  of  in-  Sr’ 

terested  nai-ties  have  been  riulv  cnn<iiri-  Nev.,  omnirange  station.  Battle  Mountain 
teresiea  pames  nave  oeen  auiy  consm-  omnirange  station;  to  the  Elko,  Nev. 

cred*  As  trho  r6sulv  oi  rscpiit/  uiid^Srir  omulrftngc  ststrioii;  *  *  *. 
collisions  and  near  misses  it  is  impera-  vor  civil  airway  No.  200  {Ukiah,  Caiif.,  u 
tive,  in  the  interest  of  safety,  that  the  Kremmling,  Coio.)  {see  §  6OO.6200  of  thi 
Administrator  take  prompt  and  positive  chapter).  •  •  •;  from  the  williams,  Caiif 
action  to  implement  the  authority  in-  omnirange  station;  intersection  of  the  Wil 
vested  in  him  by  special  CAR  424.  In 

range  268’  radials;  to  the  Reno,  Nev.,  om 
View  of  pressing  need  for  such  action,  ... 

compliance  with  the  notice,  procedures,  vor  civil  airway  No.  IS12  (Los  Angeles 
and  effective  date  provisions  of  section  4  caiif.,  to  New  York',  N.  Y.)  {see  §  600.6612  o 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  this  chapter).  •  •  •;  from  the  point  of  in 


Alamosa,  Colo.,  omnihum 
omnirange  statw 
omnirange  station;  SalC 
Kans.,  omnirange  station;  Topeka,  KmT 
omnirange  station;  Kansas  City,  Mo.,.^a5‘’ 
range  station;  Macon,  Mo.,  omniraom  tt,! 
tion;  Quincy,  Ill.,  omnirange  station;  to  thi 
Springfield,  HI.,  omnirange  station,  Includ. 
ing  a  south  alternate  from  the  Oj. ' 

Mo.,  omnirange  station  to  the  r 
Ind.,  omnirange  station  via  the 


Indlanapolia 
I3  Ctolumbia. 
Mo.,  omnirange  station,  the  St.  Louis,  ifo 
omnirange  station,  the  Vandalia,  ni.,  omni’ 
range  station  and  the  Terre  Haute,  ina* 
omnirange  station.  Prom  the  Indianapoiu 
Ind.,  ornnirange  station  via  the  intersect^ 
of  the  Indianapolis  omnirange  084*  and 
the  Dayton  omnirange  261*  radials;  Day. 
ton,  Ohio,  omnirange  station;  AppletwL 
Ohio,  omnirange  station;  Newcomerstown. 
Ohio,  omnirange  station;  Wheeling,  W.  Vs- 
omnirange  station;  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  omnl- 
range  station;  Johnstown,  Pa^  omnirange 
station;  point  of  intersection  of  the  Tower 
City,  Pa.,  omnirange  279’  radial  with  the 
Phiiipsburg,  Pa.,  onmirange  direct  radial  to 
the  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  omnirange  station; 
Selinsgrove,  Pa.,  omnirange  station;  point 
of  intersection  of  the  Selinsg;rove  omnirange  - 
104’  and  the  Allentown,  Pa.,  omnirange^* 
radials;  tp  the  Colts  Neck,  N.  J.,  omnirange 
station;  •  •  •. 

VOR  civil  airway  No.  50  {KirksviUe,  Ifo, 
to  Indianapolis,  Ind.)  {see  §  600.6050  of  this 
chapter).  •  •  •;  from  the  Springfield,  m, 
omnirange  station;  to  the  Terre  Haute,  Ind, 
omnirange  station;  •  •  •. 

VOR  civil  airway  No.  1514  {San  Franeiteo, 
Calif.,  to  New  York,  N.  Y.)  {see  §  6006614  of 
this  chapter).  •  •  •;  from  the  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  omnirange  station;  Johnstown,  Pa, 
omnirange  station;  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  onmi¬ 
range  station;  point  of  Intersection  of  the 
West  Chester,  Pa,  omnirange  314*  and  the 
Allentown,  Pa.,  omnirange  228*  radials; 
Pottstown,  Pa.,  omnirange  station;  point  of 
intersection  of  the  Pottstown  omnirange 
104°  and  the  Colts  Neck  omnirange  243* 
radials;  to  the  Colts  Neck,  N.  J.,  omnirange 
station;  •  •  •. 

VOR  civil  airway  No.  1506  {San  Franeiteo, 
Calif.,  to  Washington,  D.  C.)  {see  {  6006604 
of  this  chapter) .  *  •  •;  from  the  Bonneville, 
Utah,  omnirange  station  via  the  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah, -omnirange  station;  Fort  Bridger, 
Wyo.,  omnirange  station;  Rock  Springs, 
Wyo.,  omnirange  station;  Cherokee,  Wyo, 
omnirange  station;  to  the  Rock  River,  Wyo, 
omnirange  station;  •  •  •;  from  the  Ap^e> 
ton,  Ohio,  omnirange  station  via  Zanesvill*, 
Ohio,  omnirange  station;  Morgantown,  W. 
Va.,  omnirange  station;  Front  Royal  Va, 
omnirange  station;  to  the  intersection  of 
\the  Front  Royal  omnirange  112®  and  the 
Washington  terminal  omnirange  245*  ra¬ 
dials;  •  •  *. 

VOR  civil  airway  No,  8  {Long  Beach,  Calif, 
to  Washington,  D.  C.)  {see  $  600.6008  of  tkU 
chapter).  *  •  •;  from  the  GosUra,  Ind- 
omnirange  station;  Findlay,  Ohio,  onmirange 
station;  Mansfield,  Ohio,  omnirange  station; 
intersection  of  the  Mansfield  omnirange  100* 
and  the  Pittsburgh  omnirange  291’  radials; 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  omnirange  station;  Martine- 
burg,  W.  Va.,  omnirange  station;  to  the  point 
of  intersection  of  the  Martinsburg  omnirange 
direct  radial  to  the  Washington,  D.  C.,  termi¬ 
nal  omnirange  station  with  the  Front  Royal, 
Va.,  omnirange  088*  radial;  •  • 

VOR  civil  airway  No.  144  {Chicago,  lU,  f# 
Washington,  D.  C.)  {see  §  600.6144  of  tM 
chapter).  •  •  •;  from  the  point  of  Intereec- 
tion  of  the  Peotone,  Ill.,  omnirange  direct 
radial  to  the  Fort  Wayne  omnirange  statlOB 
with  thd  Chicago  Heights,  Ill.,  omniranga  di- 
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.  to  the  Lafayette.  Ind.,  omnirange 

Wayne,  Ind..  omnirange  sta- 
“f^^iAtersection  of  the  Port  Wayne  omni- 
the  Findlay  onmlrange  276“ 
wfTi.-  Findlay,  Ohio,  omnirange  staUon;  to 
^‘JJi)leton,  Ohio,  omnirange  station;  •  * 

206.  62  fitat.  984;  49  U.  S.  C.  426.  Inter- 
or  applies  sec.  601.  52  Stat.  1007,  as 

Itis  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.  s.  t.  June  15,  1958. 

James  T.  Pyle, 

Administrator  of  Civil  Aeronautics, 
June  2, 1958. 

I*  B  DOC^  68-4251;  Piled  June  4,  1958; 
8:56  a.m.] 


TITLE  16-tCOMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  i — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  6753] 

Pait  13— digest  op  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

OMEGA  CHEMICAL  CO..  INC. 

Subpart— ildDcrttsinflf  falsely  or  mis- 
Jeadingly:  §  13.20  Comparative  data  or 
merits;  i  13.170  Qualities  or  properties  of 
product  or  service;  §  13.205  Scientific  or 
other  relevant  facts;  §  13.280  Unique  na¬ 
ture  or  advantages. 

(Sec.  6, 38  Stat.  721;  16  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  15 
U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  Omega 
Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  Jersey  City,  N.  J., 
Docket  6753,  May  2, 1958] 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commissicm  charging  the  manufacturer 
in  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  of  “Omega  Oil”  drug 
preparation  with  representing  falsely  in 
sdrertising  in  newspapers  and  by  radio 
that  its  said  product  was  an  effective 
treatment  and  would  afford  complete  and 
permanent  relief  of  the  symptoms  and 
pains  of  all  kinds  of  arthritis,  rheuma¬ 
tism,  backaches,  neuritis,  and  disorders 
of  muscles  and  joints,  etc.;  and  provided 
a  new  type  of  relief,  different  and  more 
extensive  than  that  provided  by  com- 
p^tive  products. 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
tot  consent  order,  the  hearing  examiner 
made  his  initial  decision  and  order  to 
cease  and  desist  which  became  on  May  2 
the  decision  of  the  Commission. 

Tha  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows; 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent.  Omega 
Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation, 
and  its  oflBcers,  agents,  representatives, 
and  employees,  directly  or  through  any 
corporate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale,  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  drug  preparation 
“Omega  Oil”  or  any  preparation  of  sub¬ 
stantially  similar  composition  or  possess¬ 
ing  substantially  similar  properties, 
whether  sold  under  the  same  name  or 
under  any  other  name,  do  forthwith 
cease  and  desist  from,  directiy  or  indi¬ 
rectly; 

1.  Disseminating  or  causing  to  be  dis- 
>«ninated,  by  means  of  the  United  States 
BUtils  or  by  any  means  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 


Trade  Commission  Act.  any  advertise¬ 
ment  which  represents,  directly  or  by  im¬ 
plication,  that  Omega  Oil: 

(a)  Is  an  adequate,  effective  or  reli¬ 
able  treatment  for,  or  will  afford  com¬ 
plete  relief  of,  any  kind  of  arthritis  or 
other  disorder  of  joints,  rheumatism, 
backache  or  neuritis,  or  the  symptoms 
or  manifestations  thereof;  or  has  any 
beneficial  effect  in  any  of  such  conditions 
or  disorders  in  excess  of  affording  tem¬ 
porary  relief  of  the  minor  aches  or  pains 
thereof  or  the  discomforts  caused  by 
such  aches  or  pains. 

(b)  Penetrates  into  areas  of  structures 
below  the  skin  or  has  a  substantial  direct 
effect  upon  structures  of  the  body  under¬ 
lying  the  area  of  application;  but^this 
is  not  to  be  construed  as  prohibiting 
respondent  from  representing  that  this 
prc^uct  affords  temporary  relief  of  the 
minor  aches  and  pains  arising  in  struc¬ 
tures  underlying  the  area  of  application. 

(c)  Provides*  new  type  of  relief,  or  a 

different  or  more  extensive  type  of  relief 
than  that  provided  by  competitive 
products.  ^ 

(d)  Provides  any  relief  of  pain  for 
many  hours  or  for  any  specific  number 
of  hours. 

2.  Disseminating  or  causing  to  be  dis¬ 
seminated  any  advertisement,  by  any 
means,  for  the  purpose  of  inducing,  or 
which  is  likely  to  induce,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  the  purchase  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  of  said  drug 
preparaticm,  which  advertisement  con¬ 
tains  any  of  the  representations  pro¬ 
hibited  in  paragraph  1  hereof. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  cpmpliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  herein 
shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  serv¬ 
ice  upon  it  of  this  order,  file  \Wth  the 
Commission  a  report  in  writing  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 
which  it  has  complied  with  the  order  to 
cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  May  2, 1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4222;  Filed,  June  4.  1968; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  6754] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

MENTHOLATTJM  CO.,  INC. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.20  Comparative  data  or 
merits;  §  13.170  Qualities  or  properties 
of  product  of  service;  §  13.205  Scientific 
or  other  relevant  facts;  S  13.280 
Unique  nature  or  advantages. 

CSec.  6,  38  stat.  721;  16  U.  S.  C.  46.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  Sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amend¬ 
ed;  15  U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order. 
The  Men^olatum  Company,  Inc.,  Buffalo. 
N.  Y.,  Docket  6754,  May  3.  1958] 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 


Commission  charging  the  manufacturer 
in  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  of  “Menthc^tum  Rub” 
drug  preparation  with  representing 
falsely  in  advertising  in  newspap^  and 
by  radio  and  television  that  said  product 
was  an  effective  treatment  for,  and  would 
afford  complete  and  permanent  relief  of. 
the  aches  and  discomforts  of  all  kinds 
of  arthritis,  rheumatism,  bufaitis,  neu¬ 
ralgia,  and  disorders  of  the  muscles  and 
joints;  provided  a  new  tirpe  of  relief, 
different  and  more  extensive  than  that 
provided  by  other  products,  etc. 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
for  a  consent  order,  the  hearing  exam¬ 
iner  made  his  initial  decision  and  order 
to  cease  and  desist  which  became  on 
May  3  the  decision  of  the  Commission. 

Said  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as  • 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent.  The 
Mentholatum  Company,  Inc.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  its  officers,  agents,  representa¬ 
tives,  and  employees,  directly  or  through 
any  corporate  or  other  device,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale  or 
distribution  of  the  drug  preparation 
“Mentholatum  Deep  Heat  Rub”,  or  any 
preparation  of  substantially  similar 
composition  or  possessing  substantially 
similar  properties,  whether  sold  under 
the  same  name  or  under  any  other  name, 
do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from,  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly: 

1.  Disseminating  or  causing  to  be  dis¬ 
seminated,  by  means  of  the  United 
States  mails  or  by  any  means  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act,  any  ad¬ 
vertisement  which  represents,  directly  or 
my  implication,  that  Mentholatum  Deep 
Heat  Rub: 

(a)  Is  an  adequate,  effective  or  reli¬ 
able  treatmept  for,  the  cure  of.  or  will 
afford  complete  relief  of,  any  kind  of 
arthritis  or  other  disorder  of  joints, 
rheumatism,  bursitis  or  neuralgia,  or 
has  a  therapeutic  effect  on  the  symptoms 
or  manifestations  thereof;  or  has  any 
beneficial  effect  in  any  of  such  conditions 
or  disorders  in  excess  of  affording  tem¬ 
porary  relief  of  the  minor  aches  or  pains 
thereof  or  the  discomforts  caused  by 
such  aches  or  pains. 

(b)  Penetrates  into  areas  or  structures 
below  the  skin  or  has  a^  substantial 
direct  effect  upon  structures  of  the  body 
underlying  the  area  of  application;  but 
this  is  not  to  be  construed  as  prohibit¬ 
ing  respondent  from  representing  that 
this  product  affords  temporary  relief  of 
the  minor  aches  and  pains  arising  in 
structures  underlying  the  area  of  appli¬ 
cation. 

(c)  Provides  any  relief  of  pain  for 
many  hours  or  for  any  specific  number 
of  hours. 

(d)  Provides  a  new  type  of  relief,  or  a 
different  or  more  extensive  type  of 
relief  than  that  provided  by  competitive 
products. 

2.  Disseminating  or  causing  to  be  dis¬ 
seminated  any  advertisement,  by  any 
means,  for  the  purpose  of  inducing,  or 
which  is  likely  to  induce,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  the  purchase  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  of  said  drug 
preparation,  which  advertisement  con- 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


In  the  Mailer  of  Food  Mart,  Inc.,  a  Cor  1 
poration;  Del  Norte  Frozen  Foodt,  Inc*  1 
a  Corporfttion;  Davis  Brokerage  Com’ 
pany,  Inc.,  a  Corporation;  J,  Spenca 
Weed,  Individually  and  as  Chaij^ 
of  the  Board  and  Director  of  FoS  ’ 
Mart,  Inc.;  Gordon  W.  Foster  Uu 
dividually  and  as  President  and  Di¬ 
rector  of  Food  Mart,  Inc,,  and  Vic* 
President  and  Director  of  Dd  Norte 
Frozen  Foods,  Inc.;  Robert  H.  Hos 
Individually  and  as  Executive 
President  and  Director  of  Food  Mart 
J[nc.;  Lawrence  M.  Davis,  IndividudUy 
*and  as  President  and  director  of  Del 
Norte  Frozen  Foods,  Inc.,jmd  as  Presi¬ 
dent  and  pirector  of  Davis  Brokerage 
Company,  Inc.  ^ 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  a  large  Southwest 
grocery  chain  operating  sane  60  retail 
stores  in  Texas  and  New  Mexico,  and  its 
two  subsidiaries — a  frozen  foods  distr^ 
utor  and  a  broker  of  frozen  food  prod¬ 
ucts — ^with  violating  section  2  (c)  of  the 
Clayton  Act  through  receiving  payments 
of  brokerage  from  suppliers  as  an  inde¬ 
pendent  broker  through  said  br(dcer  in- 
te^ediary  acting  in  fact  for  said  grocoy 
chain. 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
for  a  consent  order,  the  hearing  exam¬ 
iner  made  his  initial  decision  and  order 
to  cease  and  desist  which  became  on 
May  6  the  decision  of  the  ComndssioD. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows : 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent 
Food  Mart,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  Del  Norte 
Frozen  Foods,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  the 
respondent  J.  Spencer  Weed,  individtindly 
and  as  an  officer  of  Food  Mart,  Inc.,  the 
respondent  CStordoii  W.  Foster  individa- 
ally  and  as  an  officer  of  Food  Mart,  Inc., 
and  of  Del  Norte  Frozen  Foods.  Inc.,  and 
respondent  Lawrence  M.  Davis,  individ¬ 
ually  and  as  an  officer  of  Del  Norte 
Frozen  Foods,  Inc.,  their  respective  rep¬ 
resentatives,  agents  and  employees,  di¬ 
rectly  or  through  any  corporate  or  otha 
device,  in  connection  with'the  purchase 
of  food  products  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  aforesaid  Clay¬ 
ton  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  des^ 
from: 

Receiving  or  accepting,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  from  any  seller  anything  of 
value  as  a  commission,  brokerage  or  other 
compensation,  or  any  allowance  or  dis¬ 
count  in  lieu  thereof,  upon  any  purchase 
of  food  products  for  their  own  account 
or  for  the  accoimt  of  any  of  the  named 
corporations  with  which  they  are  then 
directly  or  indirectly  related  as  (^cer, 
employee,  agent,  representative,  inter¬ 
mediary  or  controlling  stockholdm*. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  Davis  Brokerage  Company, 
Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  Lawrence  M. 
Davis,  individually  and  as  an  office  of 
the  said  Davis  Brokerage  Company,  inc- 
and  their  respective  representativei, 
agents  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  purchase  of  food 
products  in  commerce,  as  “commerce" 
is  defined  in  the  aforesaid  Clayton  AcL 
do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  frmn: 


any  of  the  representations  prohib-  (a)  That  InfraRub  is  an  adequate,  ef- 
ited  in  paragraph  1  hereof.  fective,  or  reliable  treatment  for,  or  will 

_  . _ -  ^  _ _ 0.1— afford  complete  relief  of,  any  kind  of 

^-4.  arthritis,  rheumatism,  backache,  or  the 

reiwrt  of  comphance  was  required  as  congestion  or  pressure  thereof;  or  has 
follows:  beneficial  effect  in  any  of  such  con- 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent  ditions  or  disorders  in  excess  of  affording 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after  temporary  relief  of  the  minor  aches  or 
service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file  with  the  pains  thereof  or  the  discomforts  caused 
Commission  a  report  in  writing  setting  by  such  aches  or  pains, 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in  (b)  That  Heet  is  an  adequate,  effec- 
which  it  has  complied  with  the  order  to  tive,  or  reliable  treatment  for,  or  will 
cease  and  desist.  afford  complete  relief  of.  any  kind  of 

_  ,  _ „  arthritis,  rheumatism  or  backache;  or 

Issued.  May  2.  1958.  beneficial  effect  in  any  of  such 

By  the  Commission.  conditions  or  disorders  in  excess  of  af- 

tsEALl  Robert  M.  Parrish,  ^o^^ing  tem^rair  relief  of  the  minor 

Secretary  aches  or  pains  thereof  or  the  discom- 
forts  caused  by  such  aches  or  pains. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-4224;  Plied,  June  4,  1958;  (jj)  That  InfraRub  or  Heet: 

8:50  a.  m.]  qj  Penetrates  into  areas  or  struc- 

tures  below  the  skin  or  has  a  substantial 
direct  effect  upon  structures  of  the  body 
[Docket  6755]  underlying  the  area  of  application;  but 

this  is  not  to  be  construed  as  prohibit- 
Part  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist  respondent  from  representing  that 

Orders  these  products,  or  either  of  them,  affords 

AMERICA^  HOME  PRODUCTS  coRP.'  -  temporary  relief  of  the  minor  aches  “and 
,  ,  .  ,  ,  ,  .  pains  arising  in  structures  imderlying 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis-  area  of  application. 
leadimly:  1 13.170  QuaJitte  ot  pro^-  Provides  any  reUel  of  pain  lor 

tws  of  pr^uct  or  service,  i  13.205  Sewn-  hours  or  for  any  specific  number 

tific  or  other  relevant  facts.  >  hours. 

(Sec.  6,  38  stat.  721;  15  u.  s.  c.  46.  int^-  2.  Disseminating  or  causing  to  be  dis- 
pret  or  apply  sec.  5, 38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  seminated  any  advertisement,  by  any 
16  n.  s.  0. 4^  Ice.se  and  desist  order,  emer.  argans.  lor  the  purpose  of  inducing,  or 

'  which  is  likely  to  induce,  directly  or  in- 
B,  T„  Docket  6765,  May  2,  1868)  directly,  the  purchase  in  commerce,  as 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear-  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the  Trade  Commission  Act,  of  said  drug  prep- 
Commission  charging  a  manufacturer  in  arations,  or  either  of  them,  which  adver- 
New  York  City  with  representing  falsely  tisement  contains  any  of  the  representa- 
in  advertising  in  newspapers  and  broad-  tions  prohibited  in  paragraph  1  hereof. 

cast  by  radio  and  television  that  its  drug  ~  r.#  4-usa  _ _ 

products  “InfraRub”  and  -“Heet”  were  ^he  Commission,  etc., 

effective  treatments  and  would  afford  compliance  was  required  as 

complete  relief  of  the  pains  and  discom- 

forts  of  all  kinds  of  arthritis,  rheuma-  It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent 
tism,  backache,  and  muscleaches;  that  herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
they  penetrated  below  the  skin  and  had  service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
a  substantial  effect  upon  the  underlying  Commission  a  report  in  writing  setting 
body  structures,  etc.  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement  which  it  has  complied  with  the  order  to 
for  a  consent  order,  the  hearing  exam-  cease  and  desist, 
iner  made  his  initial  decision  and  order  issued  •  May  2  1958 
to  cease  and  desist  which  became  on  May  ’  ^  ’ 

2  the  decision  of  the  Commission.  By  the  Commission. 

Said  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as  [seal!  ,  Robert  M.  Parrish, 
follows:  .  Secretary. 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent,  Ameri-  [p.  r.  doc.  58^23;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 
can  Home  Products  Corporation,  a  cor¬ 
poration.  and  its  officers,  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale  or  distribution  of  the  drug  prepara¬ 
tions  “InfraRub”  and  “Heet”,  or  any 
preparation  of  substantially  similar 
composition  or  possessing  substantially 
similar  properties,  whether  sold  under 
the  same  names  or  under  any  other 
name,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist 
from,  directly  or  indirectly: 

1.  Disseminating  or  causing  to  be  dis¬ 
seminated,  by  means  of  the  United  States 
mails  or  by  any  means  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  any  advertise¬ 
ment  which  represents,  directly  or  by 
implication: 


[Docket  6910] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

FOOD  MART,  INC.,  ET  AL, 

Subpait — Discriminating  in  price 
under  section  2,  Clayton  Act,  as 
amended — Payment  or  acceptance  of 
commission,  brokerage,  or  other  com¬ 
pensation  under  2  (c) :  §  13.810  Buyers' 
corporate  or  other  agent. 

(Sec.  6,  38  stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interprets 
or  applies  sec.  2,  38  Stat.  730,  sts  amended; 
15  U.  S.  C.  13)  [Cease  and  desist  order.  Food 
Mart,  Inc.  (El  Paso,  Tex.),  et  aU  Docket  6910, 
May  6,  1958] 
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o-ccivlng  or  accepting,  directly  or  in- 
from  any  seller  anything  of 
a  commission,  brokerage  or 
Ter  compensation,  or  any  allowance 
^rdificount  in  lieu  thereof*  upon  any 
JLchase  of  food  products  where  the 
?Sdual  respondent  Lawrence  M. 
SaYis  or  the  Davis  Brokerage  Company, 
inc  is  the  agent,  representative  or  in- 
^ediary  acting  for  or  in  behalf  of,  or 
fesuWect  to  the  direct  or  indirect  con- 
Jol  of  the  buyer,  or  of  any  of  the  officers 
of  said  buyer. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  com- 
Diaint  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  dismissed  as 
S)  responder^  Robert  H.  Hoy. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”, 
etc  report  of  compliance  was  required 
as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
f^)od  Mart,  Inc.,  a  corporation ;  Del  Norte 
Foods.  Inc.,  a  corporation ;  Davis 
^^arage  Company,  Inc.,  a  corporation; 
j  spencer  Weed,  individually  and  as 
(^lairman  of  the  Board  and  Director  of 
Mart,  Ihc. ;  Gordon  W.  Poster,  indi¬ 
vidually  and  as  President  and  Director 
of  Pood  Mart,  Inc.,  and  Vice  President 
and  Director  of  Del  Norte  Frozen  Foods, 
Inc.;  and  Lawrence  M.  Davis,  individ¬ 
ually  and  as  President  and  Director  of 
Del  Norte  Frozen  Foods,  Inc.,  and  as 
Prudent  and  Director  of  Davis  Broker¬ 
age  Company,  Inc.,  shall,  within  sixty 
(60)  days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  ffie  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist. 

Issued:  May  6,  1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  5a-4225;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[Docket  6939] 

Past  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

WINDSOR  PEN  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.155  Prices:  Exaggerated 
IS  regular  and  customary;  fictitious 
marking;  §  13.205  Scientific  or  other  rele- 
eoat  facts.  Subpart — Furnishing  means 
end  instrumentalities  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  or  deception:  §  13.1056  Preticketing 
merchandise  misleadingly.  Subpart — 
Misbranding  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1280 
Wee;  §  13.1320  Scientific  or  other  rele¬ 
vant  facts.  Subpart — Neglecting,  un¬ 
fairly  or  deceptively,  to  make  material 
asdosure:  §  13.1845  Composition. 

(Sec.  8.  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  8.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  16 
S.  8.  C.  45 )  [  Cease  and  desist  order,  Windsor 

Pen  Corporation  et  al..  New  York,  N.  Y., 
Docket  8939.  May  2,  1958] 

No.  110 - ^2 


In  the  Matter  of  Windsor  Pen  Corpora¬ 
tion,  a  Corporation,  Windsor  Pen  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Company,  Inc.,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Manor  Merchandise  Corporation, 
a  Corporation,  and  Morris  Fink,  Indi¬ 
vidually  and  as  an  Officer  of  Said 
Corporations^ 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  three  associated 
corporate  enterprises  in  New  York  City, 
engaged  in  selling,  principally  to  whole¬ 
salers  and  jobbers,  pens,  pencils,  tie 
clasps,  cuff  links,  watches,  and  other 
merchandise,  with  representing  exces¬ 
sive,  fictitious  amounts  as  the  regular 
retail  prices  of  their  products  on  price 
tags  and  in  brochures  and  display  sheets 
placed  in  the  hands  of  their  purchasers, 
and  using  the  words  “Advertised  in  Life” 
misleadingly  in  the  same  way;  and  with 
failing  to  disclose  that  gold  appearing 
bezels  on  certain  watch  cases  were 
actually  composed  of  base  metal. 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
for  a  consent  order,  the  hearing  ex¬ 
aminer  made  his  initial  decision  and 
order  to  cease  and  desist  which  became 
on  May  2  the  decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows : 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Wind¬ 
sor  Pen  Corporation,  a  corporation, 
Windsor  Pen  Manufacturing  Company, 
Inc.,  a  corporation.  Manor  Merchandise 
Corporation,  a  corporation,  and  their 
officers,  and  Morris  Pink,  individually 
or  as  an  officer  of  any  of  these  corpora¬ 
tions  and  respondents’  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives,  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale  or  distribution  of  pens,  pencils,  tie 
clasps,  cuff  links,  watches  or  any  other 
merchandise,  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and 
desist  from: 

1.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  certain  amounts  are  the 
usual  and  regular  retail  prices  of  mer¬ 
chandise  when  such  amounts  are  in 
excess  of  the  prices  at  which  such  mer¬ 
chandise  is  usually  and  regularly  sold  at 
retail. 

2.  Representing,  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation,  that  any  item  of  merchandise 
has  been  advertised  in  Life  magazine,  or 
any  other  advertising  medium,  or  has 
been  advertised  at  a  stated,  price,  when 
such  is  not  a  fact. 

3.  Engaging  in  any  practice  or  plan 
which  would  provide  retailers  of  their 
merchandise  with  means  of  misrepre¬ 
senting  the  usual  and  regular  retail 
prices  or  the  extent  of  the  advertising  of 
such  merchandise. 

4.  Failing  to  reveal  the  true  metal  con¬ 
tent  of  watch  cases  or  portion  thereof 
which  has  the  appearance  of  a  different 
metal. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”, 
etc.,  report  of  compliance  was  required 
as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  respondents 
herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 


service  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  an&  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issu^:  May  2, 1958v 
By  tTie  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[ff.  R.  Doc.  5a-4230;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 
8:52  a.m.] 
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Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

carl's 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.30  Composition  of  goods: 
Fur  Products  Labeling  Act;.  §13.155 
Prices:  Exaggerated  as  regular  and  cus¬ 
tomary;  usual  as  reduced,  special,  etc. 
Subpart — Invoicing  products  falsely: 

§  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely:  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — Mis¬ 
branding  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1212 
Formal  regulatory  and  statutory  require¬ 
ments  :  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act.  Sub¬ 
part — Neglecting,  unfairly  or  decep¬ 
tively,  to  make  material  disclosure: 

§  13.1845  Composition:  Pur  Products 
Labeling  Act;  §  13.1852  Formal  regula¬ 
tory  and  statutory  requirements:  Pur 
Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1865  Manu¬ 
facture  or  preparation:  Fur  Products 
Labeling  Act;  §  13.1886  Quality,  grade  or 
type  of  product:  §  13.1900  Source  or 
origin:  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act; 
Place. 

(Sec.  6.  38  stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  712,  as  amended; 
Sec.  8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.  S.  C.  45,  69f) 
[Cease  and  desist  order,  Carl’s,  San  Antonio, 
Tex.,  Docket  6946,  May  1,  1958] 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear- 
Hbig  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
.  Commission  charging  a  furrier  in  San 
Antonio,  Texas,  with  violating  the' Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  by  failing  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  invoicing  and  labeling  re¬ 
quirements  ;  and  by  advertising  in  news¬ 
papers  which  failed  to  disclose  the  names 
of  animals  producing  certain  furs  or 
named  other  animals,  failed  to  disclose 
that  certain  products  were  artificially 
colored  or  were  composed  of  cheap  or 
waste  fur,  or  to  disclose  the  coimt^  of 
origin  of  imported  furs  and  to  set  forth 
information  as  required;  and  in  such  ad¬ 
vertising,  representing  fictitious  prices 
as  the  usual  prices  and  sale  prices  as 
reduced  without  maintaining  the  re¬ 
quired  records  as  basis  for  such  pricing 
claims. 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
for  consent  order,  the  hearing  examiner 
made  his  initial  deciMon  smd  order  to 
cease  and  desist  which  became  on  May  1 
the  decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows; 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent,  Carl’s, 
a  corporation,  its  officers,  representa- 
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lives,  agents  and  employ^,  directly  or 
indirectly  or  through  any  corporate  or 
other  device,  in  connection  with  the  in¬ 
troduction  into  commerce,  or  the  sale, 
advertising,  or  offering  for  sale  in  com¬ 
merce.  or  the  transportation  or  distribu¬ 
tion  in  commerce,  of  fur  prpducts^r  in 
connection  with  the  offering  for  sale, 
sale,  advertising,  transportation  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  fur  products  which  have 
been  made  in  whole  or  in  part  of  fur 
which  had  been  shipped  and  received  in 
commerce  as  “commerce”,  “fur”  and 
“fur  product”  are  defined  in  the  Pur 
Products  Lal>eling  Act  do  forthwith  cease 
and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  afiOx  labels  to  fur  prod¬ 
ucts  showing :  ‘ 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs 
contained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth 
in  the  Pur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur.  when  such  is 
the  fact ; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact; 

(e)  The  name,  or  other  identification 
issued  and  registered  by  the  Commission, 
of  one  or  more  persons  who  manufac¬ 
tured  such  fur  product  for  introduction 
into  commerce,  introduced  it  into  com¬ 
merce,  sold  it  in  commerce,  advertised 
or  offered  it  for  sale  in  commerce,  or 
transported  or  distributed  it  in  com¬ 
merce; 

(f)  The  nsune  of  the  country  of  ori¬ 
gin  of  any  imported  furs  used  in  the  fur 
product. 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by: 

1.  Failing  to  furnish  invoices -to  pur¬ 
chasers  of  fur  products  showing: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs  con¬ 
tained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth  in 
the  Pur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is  a 
fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
Is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  arti¬ 
ficially  colored  fur,  when  such  is  a  fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
In  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
a  fact; 

(e)  The  name  and  address  of  the  per¬ 
son  issuing  such  invoices; 

(f )  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  contained  in  the 
fur  product. 

(g)  The  item  number  or  mark  as¬ 
signed  to  a  fur  product. 

C.  Falsely  or  deceptively  advertising 
fur  products  through  the  use  of  any 
notice,  advertisement,  representation  or 


public  announcement  which  is  intended 
to  aid,  promote,  or  assist,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly.  in  the  sale  or  offering  for  sale 
of  fur  products  and  which: 

^  1.  Fails  to  disclose  the  name  or  names 
of  the'  animal  or  aninuls  producing  the 
fur  or  furs  contained  in  the  fur  product, 
as  set  forth  ih  the  Pur  Products  Name 
Guide,  and  as  prescribed  under  the  rules 
and  regulations; 

2.  Fails  to  disclose  that  fur  products 
contain  or  are  composed  of  bleached, 
dyed,  or  otherwise  artificially  colored  fur 
when  such  is  the  fact; 

3.  Fails  to  disclose  that  fur  products 
are  composed  in  whole  or  in  substantial 
part  of  paws,  tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur, 
when  such  is  the  fact; 

4.  Contains  the  name  or  names  of  any 
animal  or  animals  other  than  the  name 
or  names  of  the  animal  or  animals  that 
produced  the  fur  from  which  the  fur 
product  was  manufactured; 

5.  Represents  through  comparative 
pricing  claims  that  the  regular  or  usual 
retail  prices  charged  by  respondents  for 
fur  products  of  similar  grade  and  quality 
in  the  recent  regular  course  of  their  busi¬ 
ness  are  the  prices  designated  as  the 
regular  or  usual  prices  when  such  is  not 
the  fact. 

6.  Fails  to  disclose  the  name  of  the 
country  of  origin  of  the  imported  fui*s 
contained  in  fur  products. 

7.  Fails  to  set  forth  all  the  information 
required  under  section  5  (a)  of  the  Pur 
Products  Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder  in  type  of  equal 
size  and  conspicuousness  and  in  close 
proximity  with  each  other. 

D.  Makes  price  clahns  or  representa¬ 
tions  in  euivertisements  respecting  com¬ 
parative  prices  and  reduced  prices  of 
furs  or  fur  products  unless  there  is  main¬ 
tained  by  respondents  adequate  records 
disclosing  the  facts  upon  which  such 
claims  or  representations  are  based. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

Jt  is  ordered.  That  the  respondent 
herein  shall  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file  with  the 
Commission  a  report  in  writing  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form  in 
which  it  has  complied  with  the  order  to 
cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  May  1,  1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-4234:  Piled,  June  4,  1958; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


(Docket  6970] 

Part  13 — Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

GOVERNMENT  EMPLOYEES  EXCLUSIVELY 
ET  AL. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.73  Formal  regulatory  and 
statutory  requirements:  Pur  Products 


*New. 


Labeling  Act;  §  13.155  Prices:  Compare,  - 
tive;  percentage  savings.'  Subpart^ 
Invoicing  products  falsely:  §  I3.I108  In-  ' 
voicing  products  falsely:  Fur  Product! 
Labeling  Act.  Subpart — Neglecting,  an.  ^ 
fairly  or  deceptively,  to  make  material 
disclosure:  §  13.1852  Formal  regulatory 
and  statutory  requirements:  Fur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1865  Manufacture 
or  preparation:  Fur  Products  Labeline 
Act.  ^ 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended*  tee 
8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.  S.  C.  45.  69f)  [Cease  and 
desist  order.  Government  £mplo3i^  Esclu- 
sively  (Sacramento,  Calif.)  et  al.,  Docket 
6970,  May  3, 1958] 

In  the  Matter  of  Government  Employees 
Exclusively,  a  Corporation,  and  Dewey 
Ehrenberg  and  Charles  Ehreriberg,  in. 
dividually  and  as  Copartners  Trading 
.  os  Ehrenberg  Brothers 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear-  ] 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  furriers  doing  busi¬ 
ness  in  San  Francisco  and  also  operatii^ 
the  fur  department  of  a  store  in  Sacra¬ 
mento,  Calif.,  with  violating  the  Pur 
Products  Labeling  Act  by  invoicing  prod¬ 
ucts  falsely,  and  by  advertisihg  in  news¬ 
papers  which  failed  to  disclose  that  cer¬ 
tain  fur  products  were  artificially  colored 
and  to  set  forth  other  required  informa¬ 
tion,  and  which  misrepresented  selling 
prices  and  percentage  reductions;  and 
by  failing  to  maintain  adequate  records 
as  a  basis  for  such  pricing  claims. 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
containing  consent  order,  the  hearing 
examiner  made  his  initial  decision  and 
order  to  cease  and  desist  which  became 
on  May  3  the  decision  of  the  Commission 
The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  (3ov- 
ernment  Eknployees  Exclusively,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  and  its  officers,  and  Dewey 
Ehrenberg  and  Charles  Ehrenberg,  indi¬ 
vidually  and  as  copartners  trading  as 
Ehrenberg  Brothers  or  under  any  other 
trade  name,  and  respondents’  represent¬ 
atives,  agents  and  employees,  directly 
or  through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  introducticm  into 
commerce,  or  the  sale,  advertising,  offer¬ 
ing  for  sale,  transportation  or  distribur 
tion  of  fur  products  in  commerce,  or  in 
connection  with  the  sale,  advertising, 
offering  for  sale,  transportation  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  fur  products  which  have 
beep  made  in  whole  or  in  part  of  fur 
which  has  been  shipped  and  received  in 
commerce,  as  “commerce”,  “fur”  and 
“fur  product”  are  defined  in  the  Pur 
Products  Labeling  Act,  do  fortiiwith 
cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by  failing  to  furnish  invoices  to 
purchasers  of  fur  products  showing: 

(1)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs 
contained  in  the  fur  product,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide 
and  as  prescribed  under  the  rules  and 
regulations; 

(2)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is  the 
fact; 
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(3)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  tbe  fact, 

(4)  That  the  fiu*  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
Wills,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
tbe.fact; 

(5)  The  name  and  address  of  the  per¬ 
son  issuing  such  invoice; 

(6)  The  name  of  the  coimtry  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  contained  in  a  fur 
oroduct; 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  advertising 
fur  products  through  the  use  of  any  ad¬ 
vertisement,  public  annoimcement,  or 
notice  which  is  intended  to  aid,  promote 
or  assist,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  the 
sale  or  offering  for  sale  of  fur  products, 
and  which: 

(1)  Fails  to  disclose  that  fur  products 
contidn  or  are  composed  of  bleached, 
dyed,  or  otherwise  artificially  colored  fur, 
when  such  is  the  fact; 

'  (2)  Fails  to  set  forth  the  information 
required  under  Section  5  (a)  of  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and 
r^ulations  promulgated  thereunder  in 
type  of  equal  size  and  conspicuousness 
and  in  close  proximity  with  each  other; 

(3)  Represents,  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion,  the  aggregate  retail  prices  of  fur 
products  when  such  claims  and  represen- 
tetions  are  not  true  in  fact; 

(4)  Represents  through  percentage 
savings  claims  that  the  regular  or  usual 
retail  prices  charged  by  respondents  for 
fur  products  of  similar  grade  and  qual¬ 
ity  in  the  recent  regular  course  of  their 
business  are  reduced  in  direct  propor¬ 
tion  to  the  percentage  of  savings  stated 
when  such  is  not  the  fact; 

(5)  Contains  any  qualifying  statement 
or  statements  in  regard  to  representa¬ 
tions  concerning  the  retail  selling  prices 
of  fur  products  unless  suoh  qualifying 
statement  or  statements  are  set  forth 
prominently,  conspicuously  and  in  suffi¬ 
ciently  close  conjunction  with  said  repre¬ 
sentations  as  to  avoid  deception; 

C.  Making  percentage  savings  claims 
in  advertising  ifnless  there  are  main- 
tained  by  respondents  full  and  adequate 
records  disclosing  the  facts  upon  which 
such  claims  are  based. 

By  "Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows; 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Gov¬ 
ernment  Employees  Exclusively,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  and  Dewey  Ehrenberg  and 
Charles  Ehrenberg,  individually  and  as 
copartners  trading  as  Ehrenberg  Broth¬ 
ers,  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days  after 
e^vice  upon  them  of  this  order,  file  with 
the  Commission  a  report  in  writing,  set¬ 
ting  forth  in  detail  the  manner  and  form 
in  which  they  have  complied  with  the 
order  to  cease  and  desist. 

Issued:  May  2,  1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

IP.  R.  Doc.  58-4231;  Piled.  June  4,  1958; 
8:52  a.  m.] 


(Docket  6992] 

Part  13 — ^Digest  or  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

JOSKE  BROTHERS  CO. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.73  Formal  regulatory  and 
statutory  requirements:  Fur  Products 
Labeling  Act;  §  13.155  Prices:  Exagger¬ 
ated  as  regular  and  customary;  percent¬ 
age  savings;  usual  as  reduced,  special, 
etc.  Subpart — Invoicing  products  false¬ 
ly:  §  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely: 
Fur  Products  Labeling  Act.  Subpart — 
Misbranding  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1280 
Price.  Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly  or 
deceptively,  to  make  material  disclosure: 

§  13.1845  Composition:  Fur  Products 
Lab^ing  Act;  §  13.1852  Formal  regula¬ 
tory  and  statutory  requirements:  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1865  Manu¬ 
facture  or  preparation:  Pur  Products 
Labeling  Act;  §  13.1886  Quality,  grade  or 
type  of  product:  §  13.1900  Source  or 
origin:  Pur  Products  Labeling  Act;  Place. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
Sec.  8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.  S.  C.  45,  69f) 
[Cease  and  desist  order,  Joske  Brothers  Coni^ 
pany,  San  Antonio.  Tex.,  Docket  6992,  May  7, 
1958] 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  furriers  in  San  An¬ 
tonio,  Texas,  with  violating  the  Pur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  by  labeling  which  con¬ 
tained  fictitious  prices  and  misrepre¬ 
sented  the  regular  retail  selling  prices; 
by  invoicing  which  did  not  comply  with 
the  requirements;  by  advertising  which 
failed  to  disclose  the  names  of  animals 
producing  certain  furs,  the  country  of 
origin  of  imported  furs,  and  the  fact  that 
certain  products  contained  artificially 
colored,  or  cheap  or  waste,  fur,  and  which 
represented  falsely  price  reductions  and 
'percentage  savings;  and  by  failing  to 
maintain  adequate  records  on  which  the 
pricing  claims  were  based. 

Following  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
for  a  consent  order,  the  hearing  exam¬ 
iner  made  his  initial  decision  and  order 
to  cease  and  desist  which  became  on 
May  7  the  decision  of  the  Commission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  js  as 
follows : 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondent  Joske 
Bros.  Co.,  a  corporation,  and  its  officers, 
whether  trading  as  Joske’s  of  Texas  or 
any  other  trade  name,  or  in  any  other 
manner,  and  respondent’s  represent¬ 
atives,  agents,  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device, 
in  connection  with  the  introduction  into 
commerce,  or  the  sale,  advertising,  or 
offering  for  sale  in  commpce,  or  the 
transportation  or  distribution  in  com¬ 
merce  of  fur  products,  or  in  connection 
with  the  sale,  advertising,  offering  for 
sale,  transportation,  or  distributioii  of  fur 
products  which  have  been  made  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  fur  which  has  been  shipped 
and  received  in  commerce,  as  "com¬ 
merce”,  “fur”,  and  “fur  product”  are  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act, 
do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

A.  Misbranding  fur  products  by: 

1.  Representing  on  labels  affixed  to 
the  fur  products  or  in  any  other  man¬ 


ner,  that  certain  amounts  are  the  regu¬ 
lar  and  usual  prices  of  fur  product^  when 
such  amounts  are  in  excess  of  the  prices 
at  which  respondent  usually  and  cus¬ 
tomarily  sold  such  products  in  the  recent 
regular  course  of  its  business. 

B.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by: 

1.  Failure  to  furnish  invoices  to  pur¬ 
chasers  of  fur  products  showing: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs  con¬ 
tained  in  the  fur  product  as  set  forth  in 
the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  used  fur,  when  such  is  the 
fact; 

(c)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or . 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact; 

(d)  That  the  fur  product  is  composed 
in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies,  or  waste  fur,  when  such  is 
the  fact; 

(e)  The  name  and  address  of  the  per¬ 
son  issuing  such  invoice; 

(f )  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  contained  in  a  fur 
product; 

(g)  The  item  number  or  mark  as¬ 
signed  to  a  fur  product; 

'2.  Setting  forth  information  required 
under  section  5  (b)  (1)  of  the  Pur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder  in  abbreviated  form. 

C.  Falsely  or  deceptively  advertising 
fur  products  through  the  use  of  any  ad¬ 
vertisement,  representation,  public  an¬ 
nouncement.  or  notice  which  is  intended 
to  aid,  promote  or  assist,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly.  in  the  sale  or  offering  for  sale 
of  fur  products,  and  which: 

1.  Fails  to  disclose: 

(a)  The  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  producing  the  fur  or  furs  con¬ 
tained  in  the  fur  product,  as  set  forth 
in  the  Fur  Products  Name  Guide  and  as 
prescribed  under  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions; 

(b)  That  the  fur  product  contains  or 
is  composed  of  bleached,  dyed,  or  other¬ 
wise  artificially  colored  fur,  when  such 
is  the  fact; 

(c)  'That  the  fur  product  is  composed 

in  whole  or  in  substantial  part  of  paws, 
tails,  bellies  or  waste  fur  when  such  is 
the  fact;  , 

(d)  The  name  of  the  country  of  origin 
of  any  imported  furs  contained  in  a  fur 
product. 

2.  Represents  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion  that  the  regular  or  usual  price  of 
any  fur  product,  is  any  amount  which  is 
in  excess  of  the  price  at  which  the  re¬ 
spondent  has  usually  and  customarily 
sold  such  products  in  the  recent  and  reg¬ 
ular  course  of  its  business. 

3.  Represents  directly  or  indirectly 
through  percentage  savings  claims,  that 
the  regular  or  usual  retail  prices  charged 
by  respondent  for-  fur  products  in  the 
recent  regular  course  of  its  business,  are 
reduced  in  direct  proportion  to  the 
amounts  of  savings  stated,  when  con¬ 
trary  to  the  fact. 

'  D.  Making  price  claims  or  representa¬ 
tion  in  advertisements  respecting  re- 
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duced  prices,  comparative  prices  or  per* 
centage  savings  of  fur  products,  unless 
there  are  maintained  by  respondent 
adequate  records  disclosing  the  facts 
upon  which  such  claims  or  representa¬ 
tions  are  based. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  was  required  as 
follows: 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondent,  Joske  ^  Brothers  Company,  a 
corporation,  shall,  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  service  upon  it  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission  a  report,  in  writ¬ 
ing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the  man¬ 
ner  and  form  in  which  it  has  complied 
with  the  order  to  cease  and  desist  con¬ 
tained  in  the  aforesaid  initial  decision. 

Issued:  May  7, 1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

.  Secretary. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  S8-4233;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


-  [Docket  7053] 

Part  13 — ^Digest  of  Cease  and  Desist 
Orders 

WASHINGTON  FORGE,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.130  Manufacture  or  prep¬ 
aration;  §  13.155  Prices:  Exaggerated  as 
regular  and  customary;  fictitious  mark¬ 
ing.  Subpart — Furnishing  means  and 
instrumentalities  of  misrepresentation 
or  deception:  §  13.1056  Preticketing  mer¬ 
chandise  misleadingly.  Subpart — Mis¬ 
branding  or  mislabeling:  §  13.1255  Man¬ 
ufacture  or  preparation;  §  13.1280  Price. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.  S.  C.  46.  Inter¬ 
pret  or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
15  U.  S.  C.  45)  [Cease  and  desist  order,  Wash¬ 
ington  Forge,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Englishtown,  N.  J.» 
pocket  7053,  May  3.  1958] 

Jh  the  Matter  of  Washington  Fo^ge,  Inc., 

a  Corporatipn,  Milton  Berger  and  Anna 

Berger,  Individually  and  as  Officers  of 

Said  Corporation 

This  proceeding  was  heard  by  a  hear¬ 
ing  examiner  on  the  complaint  of  the 
Commission  charging  manufacturers  of 
tableware  and  cutlery  in  Englishtown, 
N.  J.,  with  representing  fictitious  and 
excessive  amounts  as  the  usual  retail 
prices,  and  representing  falsely  that  cer¬ 
tain  products,  actually  coated  with  a  thin 
finish  by  electrolysis,  were  “24  Karat 
gold  plated”,  in  their  catalogs,  promo¬ 
tional  literature  and  letters,  on  contain¬ 
ers,  and  on  tags  and  labels  afi&xed  to 
their  products. 

F(^owing  acceptance  of  an  agreement 
containing  consent  order,  the  hearing  ex¬ 
aminer  made  his  initial  decision  and 
order  to  cease  and  desist  which  became 
on  May  3  the  decision  of  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist  is  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered,  Triat  respondents,  Wash¬ 
ington  Forge,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its 
officers,  and  Milton  Berger  and  Anna 
Berger,  individually  and  as  officers  of  said 


corporation,  and  their  agents,  repre¬ 
sentatives  and  employees,  Erectly  or 
through  any  corporate  or  other  device,  in 
connection  with  the  offering  for  sale,  sale 
or  distribution  of  tableware,  cutlery  or 
other  articles  of  merchandise,  in  com¬ 
merce,  as  “commerce”  is  defined  in  the 
Feder^  Trade  Commission  Act,  do  forth¬ 
with  cease  and  desist  from,  directly  or 
indirectly: 

1.  Representing,  by  preticketing  or  in 
any  other  manner,  that  a  certain  amount 
is  the  customary  or  usual  retail  price  of 
said  merchandise  when  said  amount  is 
in  excess  of  the  price  at  which  said  mer¬ 
chandise  is  customarily  and  usually  sold 
at  retail ; 

2.  Furnishing  said  merchandise  to 
others  which  has  been  preticketed  with 
a  price  or  amount  in  excess  of  the  price 
or  amoimt  at  which  such  merchandise  is 
customarily  and  usually  sold  at  retail; 

3.  Representing  that  the  finish  of  any 
part  of  said  merchandise  is  rolled  gold 
plate  unless  said  finish  is  of  the  desig¬ 
nated  carat  fineness  applied  in  the  man¬ 
ner  and  to  the  thickness  characteristic 
of  rolled  gold  plate,  or  otherwise  repre¬ 
senting  that  said  finish  is  other  than 
what  it  is  in  fact. 

By  “Decision  of  the  Commission”,  etc., 
report  of  compliance  .was  requir^  as 
follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  Washington  Forge, 
Inc.,  a  corporation,  Milton  Berger  and 
Anna  Berger,  individually  and  as  officers 
of  said  corporation,  shall,  witliin  sixty 
(60)  days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing,  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  the  order  to  cease  and 
desist. 

Issued:  May  2,  1958. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  M.  Parrish, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-4232;  Piled,  June  4,  1958; 

8:52  a.  m.] 


TITLE  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

Subchapter  C — Drugs 

Part  146 — General  Regulations  for  the 
Certification  of  Antibiotic  and  Anti¬ 
biotic-Containing  Drugs 

CERTIFICATION  FEES 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act  (sec.  507  (b)  (5),  59  Stat.  463, 
as  amended;  21  U.  S.  C.  357  (b)  (5) )  and 
delegated -to  the  Commission  of  Food 
and  Drugs  by  the  Secretary  (22  F.  R. 
1045),  the  regulations  for  the  certifica¬ 
tion  of  animal  feed  containing  antibiotic 
drugs  (21  CFR  146.8,  146.26)  are 

amended  as  indicated  below; 

1.  In  S  146.8  Fees,  paragraph  (f)  is 
amended  by  deleting  the  period  at  the 
end  thereof  and  adding  the  following 
phrase:  “and  §  ][46.26.” 


\ 

2.  Section  146.26  is  amended  by  add- 
ing  thereto  the  following  new  oaral* 
grap]^: 

(c)  [Reserved.] 

(d)  Fees.  The  fees  for  the  services 
rendered  with  respect  to  each  appUca. 
tidn  for  an  exemption  from  certifieattcn 
under  the  regulations  in  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section,  and  for  each  amending 
thereto,  shall  be : 

(1)  $10.00  for  each  initial  application 
for  exemption  from  certification,  jm^)- 
vided  only  one  medicated  feed  formula 
is  contained  therein. 

(2)  $5.00  for  each  additional  medi¬ 
cated  feed  contained  in  the  applicatkn 
and  for  each  additional  dedicated  feed 
described  in  each  amendment  to  such 
application. 

The  fee  prescribed  by  this  paragraph 
shall  accompany  each  application  and 
each  amendment  to  such  application 
unless  such  fee  is  covered  by  an  advance 
deposit  maintained  in  accordance  with' 
§  146.8  (d). 

Effective  date.  This  order  ghall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  July  1,  1958,  since  in¬ 
formal  notice  of  its  provisions  has  been 
given  to  the  members  of  the  affected 
industry,  since  its  publication  was  post¬ 
poned  at  the  request  of  a  member  of  that 
industry,  and  since  it  will  facilitate  ac¬ 
counting  practices  if  it  is  made  effective 
at  the  beginning  of  a  fiscal  year^  and  I 
so  find. 

Notice  and  public  procedure  are  not 
necessary  prerequisites  to  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  this  order,  and  I  so  find,  since 
the  fees  set  foHh  herein  are  necessary 
in  order  to  provide,  equip,  and  maintain 
an  adequate  certification  service  tat 
the  antibiotic  and  antibiotic-containing 
drugs. 

(Sec.  701,  52  Stat.  1055,  as  amended;  21 
D.  S.  C.  371.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  607, 
59  Stat.  463,  as  amended;  21  U.  S.  C.  357) 

Dated:  May  29, 1958. 

[seal]  Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4235;,  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 

8:53  a.  m.] 


TITLE  29— LABOR  . 

Chapter  V— Wage  and  Hour  Division, 
Department  of  Labor 

Part  522 — Employment  of  Learners 

MISCELLANEOUS  AMENDMENTS 

Notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  April  22,  1958  (23  F. 
2643)  that  the  Acting  Administrator  of 
the  Wage  and  Hour  Division,  United 
States  Department  of  Labor,  proposed  to 
amend  the  regulations  heretofore  issued 
pursuant  to  section  14  of  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938,  as  amended  (52 
Stat.  1068,  as  amended;  29  U.  S.  C.  214), 
which  provide  for  the  employment  of 
learners  in  the  cigar  industry  at  wages 
lower  than  the  wage  applicable  imder 
section  6  of  the  Act  (29  CFR  522.80- 
522 .85 ) .  Interested  persons  were  invited 
to  submit  in  writing  any  data,  views,  or 
arguments  pertaining  to  the  proposal 
on  or  before  May  8,  1958.  The  on^  re¬ 
sponses  were  received  from  the  Cigar 
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^^^sday,  5,  1958 

t  Makers  International  Union  of  America 
I"'  Jnoroving  the  proposal  and  from  the 
R:  c^Udated  Cigar  Corporation  noting 
r  ujjt  ejtpressing  no  views  on  the  proposal. 

"  The  purposes  of  these  amendments  are 
to  increase  the  wage  rates  presently  au- 
( '  thorized  for  learner  occupations  in  the 
cigar  industry  (29  CPR  522.85)  from  80 
prt  87%  cents  per  hour  to  85  cents  and 
92%  cents  per  hour,,  respectively;  to 
[  clarify  the  regulations  by  making  it  clear 
^  that  the  proportion  of  learners  that  may 
'  be  utilized  in  an  establishment  is  based 
upon  the  ratio  of  the  number  of  learners 
to  the  total  number  of  factory  produc¬ 
tion  workers,  rather  than  the  number  of 
I  factory  production  workers  engaged  in 
each  authorized  learner  occupation;  and 
to  limit  the  references  contained  in  the 
regulations  to  the  making  of  Italian 
gt^es.  to  the  making  of  Italian  stogies 
by  hand. 

In  accordance  with  section  4  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (60  Stat. 
238,  5  U.  S.  C.  1003)  and  pursuant  to 
authority  contained  in  section  14  of  the 
fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938  (52 
Stat.  1060,  as  anqended;  29  U.  S.  C.  214) , 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6  of  1950  (64 
i  Stat.  1263,  3  (TFR,  1950  Supp.,  p.  165), 

'  and  General  Orders  Nos.  45-A  (15  P.  R. 
3290)  and  85-A  (22  P.  R.  7614)  of  the 
Secretary  of  Labor,  and  after  giving  full 
consideration  to  all  relevant  matters  pre¬ 
sented,  I  hereby  adopt  the  amendments 
.as  proposed  and  as  set  forth  below. 

1.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  522.82  is  amend¬ 
ed  to  read  as  follows: 

(aJ  The  number  of  learners  which  any 
employer  may  be  authorized  to  employ 
by  any  certificate  issued  to  meet  normal 
labor  turnover  needs  shall  not  exceed 
on  any  one  workday  ten  percent  of  the 
total  number  of  factory  production 
workers  in  the  plant:  Provided,  however. 
That  in  plants  employing  less  than  100 
production  workers,  a  maximum  of  ten 
learners  may  be  authorized. 

2.  Section  522.83  is  amended  to  read  as 
,  follows: 

{522.83  Learner  occupations.  Spe- 
dtd  certificates  may  be  issued  authoriz¬ 
ing  the  employment  of  learners  in  the 
dgar  industry  in  the'  occupations  of 
cigar  machine  operating;  cigar  packing; 
band  bunch  making;  hand  rolling;  hand 
making  Italian  stogies;  hand  stripping; 
and  machine  stripping. 

3.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  522.84  is 

amended  by  revising  the  clause  concern- 

.  ing  the  learning  period  for  making 
Italian  stogies  to  read :  “for  hand  making 
)  Italian  stogies,  640  hours;” 

4.  Paragraph  (a)  of  §  522JB5  is 

amended  to  read  as  follows: 

(a)  The  subminimum  rates  which  may 
be  authorized  in  special  certificates  is¬ 
sued  in  the  cigar  industry  shall  be  not  less 
than  85  cents  per  hour  in  the  occupations 
t  of  cigar  machine  operating  and  Cigar 
packhig;  not  less  than  85  cents  per  hour 
for  the  first  480  hours  and  92  %  cents  per 
hour  for  the  second  480  hours  in  the  oc¬ 
cupations  of  hand  rolling  and  hand 
bunch  making;  not  less  than  85  cents 
P»  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and  92^ 
cents  per  hour  for  the  second  320  hours 
to  the  occupation  of  hand  making 
•  Italian  stogies ;  and  not  less  than  85  cents 


per  hour  in  the  occupations  of  hand 
stripping  and  machine  stripping. 

(Sec.  14,  52  stat.  1068,  as  amended;  29 
U.  S.  C.  214) 

These  amendments  shall  take  effect 
July  6, 1958. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  31st 
day  of  May  1958. 

C^RENCE  T.  LXTNDQUIST, 
Acting  Administrator. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-4237;  Piled,  June  4,  1958; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


TITLE  32— NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

Chapter  XK— National  Guard  and 

State  Guord,  Department  of  the 

Army 

Part  1101 — National  Guard  Regulations 

BURIAL 

Section  1101.41  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1101.41  Burial — (a)  Purpose.  The 
purpose  of  this  section  is  to  provide  the 
authority  and  procedure  for  the  care  and 
disposition  of  remains  of  Army  National 
Guardsmen  entitled  to  burial  from 
Federal  funds. 

(b)  Policy.  The  provisions  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  regulations  are  applicable  to  the 
Army  National  Guard,  except  as  modi¬ 
fied  in  this  section: 

(1)  Sections  536.50  to  536.54  of  this 
title. 

(2)  AR  638-45  (Administrative  Army 
regulations  pertaining  to  deceased  per¬ 
sonnel)  , 

(c)  Eligibility.  Members  of  the  fed¬ 
erally  recognized  Arhiy  National  Guard 
of  the  several  States  who  die  while: 

(1)  On  active  duty  for  training  or 
while  performing  authorized  travel  to  or 
from  such  service. 

(1)  Those  on  active  duty  for  training 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Reserve 
Forces  Act  of  1955,  as  amended. 

(ii)  Those  on  all  other  active  duty  for 
training. 

(2)  On  inactive  duty  training  pur¬ 
suant  to  proper  authority. 

(3)  Hospitalized  or  undergoing  treat¬ 
ment  at  Government  expense,  as  author¬ 
ized  by  law,  for  injuries,  illness  or  disease 
contracted  or  incurred  while  on  active 
duty  for  training  or  performing  author¬ 
ized  travel  thereto  or  therefrom,  or  while 
on  inactive  duty  training  pursuant  to 
.proper  authority. 

(d)  Limitation  on  burial  expenses. 
(1)  Payment  of  burial  expenses  is  limited 
to  an  amount  not^exceeding  that  allowed 
by  the .  Government  for  such  seryice8. 
The  amount  allowed  will  be  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  following  limitations: 

(i)  If  death  occurred  within  the  radius 
of  a  Contract  for  Care  of  Remains  (nor¬ 
mally  30  miles)  reimbursement  for  serv¬ 
ices  obtainable  under  the  contract  will 
be  limited  to  the  amount  of  the  contract. 

(ii)  If  the  place  of  death  was  not  with¬ 
in  the  radius  of  a  Contract  for  Care  of 
Remains,  reimbursement  for  removal, 
preservation,  casket  and  outside  box  (or 
cremation  and  an  urn),  clothing,  and 
hearse  service  will  be  limited  to  a  maxi¬ 
mum  of  $400. 


(ill)  Reimbursement  for  transporta¬ 
tion  will  be  limited  to  the  amount  for 
which  the  Government  could  have  ob- 
t£dned  required  common  carrier  trans¬ 
portation. 

(iv)  Reimbursement  for  Interment  ex¬ 
penses  may  not  exceed  $125  if  interment 
is  in  a  civilian  cemetery,  or  $75  if  burial 
is  in  a  national  or  post  cemetery. 

(2)  The  National  Guard  Bureau  is  the 
government  agency  authorized  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  amount  of  expenses  payable 
from  Federal  fluids  in  cases  involving 
Army  National  Guard  personnel  in  the ' 
categories  set  forth  in  paragraph  (c)  (1) 
(ii),  (2)  and  (3)  of  this  section.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  all  requests  for  payment  will 
be  approved  by  the  National  Guard  Bu¬ 
reau  prior  to  forwarding  to  the  disbursing 
oflBce  for  pa3rment. 

(3)  The  Active  Army  will  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  care  of  remains  of  Army  Na¬ 
tional  Guard  perso^el  within  the  pur¬ 
view  of  paragraph  (c)  (1)  (i)  of  this 
section.  The  installation  at  which  death 
occurs,  or  the  nearest  installation  will 
take  action  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  AR  638-45  (referred  to  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (2)  of  this  section). 

(i)  Costs  for  services  obtained  by 
Active  Army  installations,  either  under 
annual  contract  or  by  negotiated  one¬ 
time  contract,  will  be  paid  from  funds 
available  to  the  United  Spates  Property 
and  Fiscal  OfiScer  of  the  State  concerned. 
The  installation  will  cite  active  Aimy 
funds  in  payment  and  will  submit  a 
Standard  Form  1080  to  the  National 
Guard  Bureau  to  effect  reimbursement 
from  National  Guard  funds. 

(ii)  Bills  for  services  obtained  by  rel¬ 
atives  will  be  forwarded  to  The  Quarter¬ 
master  General  for  evaluation  and  ap¬ 
proval.  Recommendation  for  payment 
will  be  made  to  the  National  Guard  Bu¬ 
reau  for  transmittal  to  the  United  States 
Property  and  Fiscal  Officer  of  the  State 
concerned,  for  payment. 

(e)  Authorized  expenses.  (1)  For 
Army  National  Guard  personnel  as  indi¬ 
cated  in  paragraph  (c)  (1)  (ii),  (2)  and 

(3)  of  this  section. 

(i)  Recovery  and  identification  of 
remains. 

(ii)  Items  of  care  and  preparation. 

(a)  Notification  to  the  next  of  kin  or 
other  appropriate  person. 

(b)  Embalming  and  other  preservative 
measures. 

(c)  Hearse  for  removing  remains  from 
the  place  of  death  to  a  funeral  director’s 
establishment  and  for  delivery  of  remains 
to  a  local  cemetery  or  a  common  carrier 
terminal. 

(d)  Funeral  director’s  services. 

(c)  Casket  (or  suitable  receptacle  for 
cremation  purposes),  and/or  urn,  with 
outside  box  when  required. 

(/)  Burial  and  shipping  permits. 

(iii)  Cremation  only  upon  written  re¬ 
quest  of  the  person  recognized  as  the  one 
to  direct  disposition  of  remains. 

(iv)  Clothing. 

(o)  The  clothing  of  the  deceased  will 
be  used  to  clothe  the  remains,  if  available 
and  in  a  clean  and  serviceable  condition. 

(b)  When  decedent’s  own  clothing  is 
not  available,  or  is  not  suitable  for  burial, 
necessary  clothing  will  be  provided. 

(I)  Suiting  underclothing  and  hose; 
complete  appropriate  uniform  (except 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


shoes,  caps,  and  gloves)  commensurate  cemetery;  the  services  of  a  funeral  direc-  editorial  changes  in  §  2.1  of  its  rules  anrf 
with  the  grade  of  the  deceased  at  the  tor.  including  the  use hf  his  facilities  and  regulation^;  and 
time  of  death;  and  complete  insignia  of  equipment;  grave  site  or  crypt;  opening  It  appearing  that  the  text  of  S2.loi 
grade,  organization  and  service,  cam-  and  closing  of  the  grave;  and  use  of  the  of  the  rules,  which  listed  station  symix^ 
paign  ribbons,  and  ribbons  indicating  cemetery  equipment.  was  deleted  by  Commission 

decorations  and  awards.  (f)  Procurement  of  initial  services  (mimeo  57652)  released  April  22,  l95j- 

(2)  The  uniform  clottiing  will  be  satis-  incident  to  preparation  of  remains — (1)  and 

factory  and  complete  in  every  detsdl  as  How  obtained.  Services  and  merchan-  It  further  appearing  that  the  deflni. 
to  size  and  fit,  and  will  be  clean  and  dise  incident  tb  preparation  of  remains  tion  of  each  class  of  station  contained 
pressed.  The  utmost  care  will  be  taken  for  shipment  or  burial  will  be  obtained  in  in  §  2.1  of  the  rules  is  preceded  by  the 
to  assure  that  proper  insignia  and  ribbons  one  of  the  following  ways:  s3unbol  which  designated  that  classic 

are  furnished  and  affixed.  (i)  Under  contract.  station  prior  to  the  above  mentl<Mied 

(3)  No  clothing  will  be  provided  when  (ii)  By  negotiation.  deletion  of  the  station  symbols  from 

remains  are  mutilated  to  such  an  extent  (iii)  By  next  of  kin.  .  §  2.101;  and 

that  it  is  impossible  to  dress  them  in  (2)  Under  contract.  When,  in  the  ab-  It  further  appearing  that  the  station 
the  normal  manner.  Such  remains  will  sence  of  the  person  haying  the  right  to  symbols  in  §  2.1  are  not  significant,  in. 
be  wrapped  in  suitable  cloth  material.  direct  disposition,  or  at  the  specific  re-  sofar  as  Part  2  of  the  rules  alone  is  cui- 

(c)  Clothing  issued  as  indicated  above  quest  of  such  person.  Army  National  cemed,  without  the  list  of  symbols  and 
will  not  be  made  a  charge  against  the  ac-  Oqard  commanders  are  responsible  for  the  class  of  station  designated  by  each 
counts  of  the  deceased.  Accountability  arranging  for  preparation  of  remains,  symbol  which  was  formerly  contained  in 
and  responsibility  for  such  items  of  Active  Army  contracts  will  be  utilized  §  2.101 ;  and 

issued  clothing  will  be  terminated  upon  in  every  instance,  if  possible  under  the  It  further  appearing  that  the  amend- 
execution  by  the  responsible  officer  of  provisions  of  the  established  mileage  ments  adopted  herein  are  editorial  in 
statement  on  DA  Form  447  (Turn-in-  radius  and  Item  3,  Specification  4.  nature  and,  therefore,  prior  publication 
Slip)  substantially  as  follows:  ^  thereof.  ~  of  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  under 

Upon  request  of _ _  legal  next  of  <3^  negotiation.  When,  in  the  ab-  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  the  Admin- 

kin  of  the  decease<i”rrrrrrrm,  the  Items  of  sence  of  the  person  having  the  right  to  istrative  Procedure  Act  is  unnecessary 
clothing  enumerated  above  wore  issued  to  direct  disposition,  or  at  the  specific  re-  and  the  amendment  may  become  effec- 
clothe  his  remains  for  funeral  purposes.  At  quest  of  such  person,  commanders  are  tive  inunediately;  and 


[Rules  Arndt.  3-114] 

[Docket  No.  12064;  FCC  58-513] 

Part  3 — Radio  Broadcast  Services 

’Federal  Communications  miscellaneous  amendments  ' 

Commission  . 

1.  On  April  3, 1956,  Community  Broad¬ 
casters  Association,  Inc.,  filed  with  the 
Commission  a  petition  requesting  that 
rule  making  be  instituted  to  amend 
§§  3.22  (d),  3.41,  3.182  (a)  (4),  3.182  (▼) 
and  3.182  (w)  of  the  rules  and  standardi 
to  authorize  a  horizontal  increase  to 
maximum  power  of  Class  IV  standi 
The  Commission  having  under  consid-  broadcast  stations  from  the  present  250 
eration  the  desirability  of  making  certain  watts  to  1  kilowatt. 


TIRE  47— TELECOMMUNI 
CATION 


[Rules  Arndt.  2-20] 

Part  2 — ^Frequency  Allocations  and  Ra¬ 
dio  Treaty  Matters;  General  Rules 
and  Regulations 


deletion  of  station  symbol  for  each 
class  of  station 
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1  The  petitioner  contended  that, 
unless  difficulties  presently  confi;onting 
IV  radio  stations  are  alleviated, 
numbers  of  these  stations 
•^be  compelled  to  cease  operations  or 
to  become  daytime  only  stations,  in  many 
jnstonces  depriving  their  communities  of 
the  only  local  nighttime  service.  The 
netltioner  asserted  that  the  economic 
MitioB  of  these  difficulties  results  from 
the  increased  number  of  higher  powered 
Playtime  only  stations  and  the  advent 
and  rapid  expansion  of  the  television 
industry;  and  that  the  technical  portion 
derives  from  the  problem  of  providing 
adequate  local  service  to  geographically 
exp^ded  communities  from  unex¬ 
pended  facilities  of  diminished  efficiency 
due  to  the  increased  level  of  industrial 
ndse  and  interference  resulting  from 
the  increased  use  of  local  channels.  The 
petitioner  claimed  that  a  mandatory 
horizontal  power  increase  would  serve  to 
alleviate  these  difficulties  and  to  extend 
the  daytime  primary  service  areas  of 
many  Class  IV  stations. 

8.  The  petitioner  requested  that  §  3.182 
(w)  (rf  the  rules  providing  for  a  1:1-  in¬ 
terference  ratio  of  desired  groundwave 
to  undesired  groundwave  or  adjacent 
channel  stations  (10  kc  apart)  be 
amended  to  specify  an  interference 
ratio  of  1:2  desired  to  imdesired  ground- 
wave;  on  the  basis  of  this  amendment 
the  Class  IV  station  power  increase 
'^ould  not  result  in  actual  adjacent 
channel  interference  to  any  existing 
Regional  or  Clear  Channel  station.” 
Subsequently,  however,  the  petitioner 
famished  the  Commission  with  the  re¬ 
sults  of  engineering  tests  tending  to  show 
that  less  than  half  of  the  radio  receivers 
now  in  use  have  sufficient  selectivity  to 
give  adequate  performance  in  the  face  of 
adjacent  channel  interference  ratios  of 
1:2  desired  to  imdesired  groundwave. 
Accordingly,  the  petitioner  withdrew  the 
request  that  §  3.182  (w)  be  modified  and 
proposed  instead  that  the  adjacent 
channel  interference  resulting  from  the 
horizontal  increase  in  power  to  1  kilo¬ 
watt  specifically  disregarded. 

4.  Consideration  of  the  original  peti¬ 
tion  led  to  the  June  24,  1957  issuance  of 
a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  (PCC 
57-860/46013)  inviting  comments  on 
proposed  amendments  of  §§3.21  (c), 
322  (d) ,  3.23, 3.41,  3.87  (a) ,  3.182  (a)  (4) . 
3.182  (f)  and  3.182  (v)  of  the  rules  to 
provide  for  Commission  acceptance  and 
consideration  on  a  case-to-case  basis  of 
Class  IV  station  applications  for  daytime 
only  Increases  in  power  up  to  1  kilowatt, 
otilizing  directional  antennas,  if  neces- 
aary,  to  protect  the  normally  protected 
contours  of  other  stations. 

6.  Comments  and  Reply  Comments 
filed  with  the  Commission  through 
February  12,  1958  (Appendix  n)^  have 
been  studied.  A  decided  majority  of  in¬ 
terested  parties  favor  the  Commission 
proposal  ^  set  forth  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making.  The  opponents 
wnprise  two  general  categories;  those 
Id  favor  of  a  less  restrictive  increase  in 
power,  essentially  as  proposed  by  the 
petitioner;  and  those  opposed  to  any  in¬ 
crease  in  power  for  Class  IV  stations. 


*FUed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


6.  The  opponents  of  any  increase  in 
power  contend  that  the  Commission’s 
proposal  would,  in  effect,  divide  Class 
TV’s  into  stations  unable  to  increase 
power  because  of  economic,  interna¬ 
tional,  or  resultant  interference  consid¬ 
erations;  stations  able  to  increase  power 
only  by  widertaking  the  considerable 
expense  of  establishing  and  maintaining 
directionalized  operations;  and  stations 
qualifying  for  omnidirectional  power  in¬ 
creases  through  no  merit  of  their  own. 
This  anticipated  result  is  characterized 
as  inequitable. 

7.  Tlie  opponents  of  increased  power 
further  contend  that  other  classes  of  sta¬ 
tions  would  be  adversely  affected  by 
adjacent  channel  interference.  One 
opponent  requests  that  any  decision  be 
withheld  pending  a  detailed  study  of  the 
effect  on  radio  service  throughout  the 
United  States  and  possessions,  and  that 
rule  making  be  withheld  pending  formal 
agreement  thereon  by  all  interested  for¬ 
eign  countries  who  may  find  this  change 
“most  unpalatable”  and  seek  to  “insti¬ 
tute  some  modifications  of  their  own 
which  may  be  most  undesirable  to  the 
United  States.” 

8.  The  opponents  also  anticipate  that 
authorization  of  higher  power  would 
result  in  crowding  the  local  channels  so 
as  to  preclude  future  assignments,  “re¬ 
gionalizing”  the  character  of  local  sta¬ 
tions.  and  inviting  further  requests  for 
increased  power  and  economic  assistance 
from  Class  TV’s  and  other  classes  of  sta¬ 
tions  each  intent  on  benefiting  at  the 
other’s  expense. 

9.  The  proponents  of  a  horizontal 
power  increase  also  note  the  implied 
dasrtime  subdivision  of  Class  TV’s  into 
1,000  watt  omnidirectional,  1,000  watt 
directional  antenna,  and  250  watt  sta¬ 
tions,  and  object  to  the  Commission’s 
proposal  as  offering  minimal  overall  im¬ 
provement  and  tending  to  increase 
rather  than  alleviate  the  problems  of  the 
great  number  of  stations  which  would 
fall  into  the  daytime  directional  and  250 
watts  limited  categories. 

10.  Those  proponents  cite  the  high 
cost  of  directionalization,  including  di¬ 
rectional  antenna,  purchase  price  of  a 
second  site  suitable  for  directional  an- 


the  petitioner’s  representation  of  the 
problems  confronting  this  group.  Cmn-- 
petition  from  higher  power  daytime  onlr 
stations  and  the  unremunerative  nature 
of  nighttime  operations  are  cited  as  fac¬ 
tors  tending  to  render  local  broadcasting 
marginal  without  providing  a  satisfac¬ 
tory  substitute  for  the  service  rendered 
by  Class  IV  stations.  The  ability  of  this 
service  to  reach  its  Intended  local  public 
is  said  to  have  deteriorated  as  electrical 
noise  levels,  broadcasting  on  local  and 
other  channels,  and  decentralization  of 
urban  areas  have  increased.  There  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  general  agreement  among 
Class  IV  stations  filing  comments  as  to 
the  need  for  some  course,  of  action  de¬ 
signed  to  improve  their  present  situation. 

14.  The  prop(»ients  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  proposal  recognize  that  the  crite¬ 
ria  to  be  applied  would  not  result  in  equal 
benefits  to  all  Class  IV  stations.  In  fact, 
many  of  these  proponents  are  Class  IV 
stations  which  have  already  determined 
that  directional  antennas  would  be  a 
necessary  part  of  their  respective  quali¬ 
fications  for  increased  power.  In  at 
least  one  case  possible  non-eligibility  for 
even  a  directionalized  increase  has  not 
affected  the  particular  station’s  support 
of  the  Commission’s  proposal.  Other 
proponents  include  several  Class  IV  sta¬ 
tions  which  would  qualify  for  omnidi¬ 
rectional  power  increases  with  resultant 
increased  da3rtime  coverage,  including  in 
one  or  more  cases  some  area  presently 
without  any  primary  service. 

15. ^  We  do  not  believe  that  character¬ 
ization  of  the  Commission’s  proposal  as 
inequitable  because  it  would  not  result  in 
equal  gains  for  equal  investments  in  each 
case  constitutes  a  valid  objection.  No 
practicable  modification  of  overall  or 
presently  considered  allocations  has  as 
yet  been  devised  to  yield  absolute  equity 
or  equal  benefits  to  all  stations  with  dele¬ 
terious  effects  to  none.  Thus  the  present 
choice  is  limited  to  several  sets  of  in¬ 
equities  r  those  presently  in  effect,  as  dis¬ 
cussed  by  the  petitioner  and  various  in¬ 
terested  parties;  those  resulting  from  the 
Commission’s  proposal,  as  noted  by  its 
opponents;  those  resulting  from  a  man¬ 
datory  power  increase  without  regard  to 
individual  problems  or  interference 


tenna  installation  and  consequently 
probably  not  suitable  for  community 
coverage  with  250  watts  nighttime  power, 
and  establishment  and  operation  of  the 
second  site  in  addition  to  continued  op¬ 
eration  of  the  original  site. 

11.  The  petitioner  originally  conceded 
that  a  horizontal  nighttime  power  in¬ 
crease  would  not  extend  present  night¬ 
time  service  areas,  but  now  contends 
that  improved  reception  within  those 
areas  and  enhanced  competitive  position 
as  regards  listener  tuning  would  consti¬ 
tute  results  of  distinct  practical  signifi¬ 
cance. 

12.  An  engineering  study  included  with 
the  petitioner’s  comments  indicates  that, 
in  the  case  of  thirty-five  Class  IV  sta¬ 
tions  proposed  as  typical,  horizontal  au¬ 
thorization  of  1  kilowatt  non-directional 
daytime  power  would  result  in  new 
broadcast  service  to  865,000  persons  and 
loss  of  service  to  12,439. 

13.  Comments  filed  by  Class  IV  sta¬ 
tions  furnish  much  data  in  support  of 


caused  to  other  classes  of  stations; ,  or 
those  which  would  follow  from  any  ouier 
necessarily  inequitable  proposal 

16.  The  objection  ttiat  other  classes  of 
stations  would  be  adversely  affected  by 
adjacent  channel  interference  would 
seem  to  apply  to  a  blanket  power  increase 
rather,  than  to  the  Commission’s  pro¬ 
posal  ol  separate  consideration  of  each 
application  for  increased  power  and  un¬ 
modified  retention  of  all  present  limita¬ 
tions  on  permissible  interference.-  At 
least  one  Class  m  adjacent  channel  sta¬ 
tion  filing  cojmments  has  madathis  dis¬ 
tinction,  but  it  is  not  clear  that  other 
opponents  of  any  power  increase  have 
differ^tiated  between  pircqx>sals  in  this 
regard.  The  only  data  included  with 
these  comments  consists  of  the  statement 
that  a  particular  station  Vould  receive 
interference  from  specified  Class  IV  sta¬ 
tions  operating  at  increased  power  under 
or  presumedly  under  blanket  authoriza¬ 
tion.  In  the  absenee  of  any  engineering 
studies  in  support  of  the  opponents*  con- 
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tention.  to  require  as  a  prerequisite  to  any 
decision  that  the  proponents  of  increased 
powo*  sutxnit  a  detailed  study  of  the 
totality  of  possible  results,  as  one  oppo¬ 
nent  requests,  would  have  the  effect  of 
delasring  the  decision  beyond  any  pres¬ 
ently  determinable  date. 

17.  In  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making,  the  separate  interests  of  Canada 
Mexico,  and  Cuba  in  employing  powers  in 
excess  of  250  watts  on  local  channels  are 
discussed  as  indicative  of  the  possibility 
of  favorable  negotiations  on  the  proposed 
changes,  provided  that  our  rules  would 
protect  foreign  statibns  from  objection¬ 
able  Interference.  The  Notice  explicitly 
states  that  adoption  of  these  changes 
^ would  in  any  case  be  subject  to  such  re¬ 
vision  of  existing  international  agree¬ 
ments  as  might  be  required.”  Accord¬ 
ingly,  fears  of  foreign  retaliation  result¬ 
ing  in  ‘‘chaotic  interference  conditions”, 
as  expressed  by  one>  opponent,  appear  to 
be  without  foundation. 

18.  It  is  possible  that  the  proposed 
power  increase  might  preclude  an  inde¬ 
terminable  amount  of  new  service  from 
hypothetical  applicants  at  some  future 
time.  It  is  probable  that  the  future 
service  thus  precluded  would  be  slight, 
since  the  basic  needs  for  local  outlets  are 
nearly  saturated  by  the  more  than  900 
Class  IV,  stations  presently  operating, 
and  since  future  support  for  new  stations 
is  likely  to  arise  in  unsaturated  areas 
relatively  free  of  local  channel  operations 
at  either  present  or  increased  power.  It 
is  certain  that  the  proposed  power  in¬ 
crease  would  enable  measurable  increases 
in  the  respective  daytime  service  areas  of 
many  existing  stations  immediately. 
The  local  character  of  a  Class  IV  station 
is  unlikely  h>  suffer  “reorganization”,  as 
opponents  contend,  within  present  night¬ 
time  service  area  limitations. 

19.  The  proponents  of  the  petitioner’s 
proposal  assert  that  th^  proposed  rule 
making  represents  minimal  modification 
of  the  existing  situation.  Our  reasons 
.for  non-acceptance  of  certain  features 
of  the  original  petition  when  we  issued 
our  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  were 
as  follows: 

(a)  The  requested  change  in  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  objectionable  adjacent  chaimel 
interference,  subsequently  withdrawn  by 
the  petitioner,  was  rejected  on  the  bases 
of:  (1)  Inadequate  supporting  data,  (2) 
prior  need  of  an  intensive  study  of  pos¬ 
sible  effects  on  all  channels,  and  (3)  im- 
suitability  for  treatment  as  a  subsidiary 
aspect  of  a  proceeding  having  a  different 
primary  purpose. 

(b)  The  mandatory  element  of  the  pe¬ 
titioner’s  proposal  was  not  accepted 
because:  (1)  Resultant  overall  improve¬ 
ments  in  service  to  the  public  appeared 
insufficient  to  warrant  the  imposition  of 
such  a  requirement;  (2)  there  was  no 
indication  that  all  or  essentially  all  of 
the  more  than  900  Class  IV  stations  de¬ 
sired  to  make  such  a  change;  (3)  in  many 
instances  the  required  expense  would 
outweigh  any  gains  and  impose  serious 
hardship;  (4)  adjacent  channel  inter¬ 
ference  would  not  be  eliminated  by 
changing  the  applicable  definition  or  by 
specifying  that  it  be  disregarded;  (5)  any 
blanket  power  increase  would  be  less 
likely  of  acceptance  by  interested  for- 
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eign  countries  than  a  case-by-case  in¬ 
crease  in  conformance  with  all  present 
interference  standards  and  resulting  in 
no  objectionable  interference  to  any  for¬ 
eign  station. 

(c)  The  alternative  of  blanket  per¬ 
mission  for  a  power  increase  was  not  ac¬ 
cepted  because  of:  (1)  Resultant  in¬ 
creased  interference  to  Class  IV  stations 
not  increasing  power  for  any  reason  and 
consequent  pressure  on  those  stations  to 
increase  power  in  order  to  regain  lost 
portions  of  their  former  service  areas; 
(2)  resultant  adjacent  channel  inter¬ 
ference,  and  (3)  international  consider¬ 
ations  as  noted  above. 

(d)  Non-acceptance  of  either  a  hori¬ 
zontal  daytime  power  increase  or  a  hori¬ 
zontal  nighttime  power  increase  foUowed 
from  rejection  of  any  power  increase  on  a 
mandatory  or  permissive  basis. 

(e)  A  nighttime  power  increase  on  a 
selective  basis  was  not  proposed  because: 

(1)  The  necessary  standards  for  the  de- 
terminati<Hi  of  nighttime  interference  be¬ 
tween  Class  IV  stations  do  not  presently 
exist  and  would  require  excessive  time 
and  effort  to  establish  and  apply;  and 

(2)  in  view  of  the  great  number  of  sta¬ 
tions  on  local  channels  and  of  the  ex¬ 
tended  range  of  nighttime  skywave  inter¬ 
ference  as  compared  with  dasrtime 
groundwave  interference  from  the  same 
source,  it  is  unlikely  that  many  local 
stations  would  qualify  for  increased 
power  under  any  reasonable  criteria. 

A  daytime  power  increase  on  a  selec¬ 
tive  basis  was  proposed  as  the  maximum 
modification  presently  practicable.  We 
adhere  to  that  concliision. 

20.  Authorization  of  the  use  of  direc¬ 
tional  antennas  was  proposed  to  enable 
greater  numbers  of  Class  IV  stations  to 
meet  the  criteria  of  eligibility  for  in¬ 
creased  daytime  power.  As  these  cri¬ 
teria  derive  from  present  standards  of 
protection  to  other  stations,  daytime 
service  areas  gained  from  power  in¬ 
creases  under  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
rule  making  would  constitute  a  real  in¬ 
crease  in  radio  service  to  the  public.  We 
recognize  that  directionalization  is  a 
costly  procedure;  however,  many  Class 
IV  stations  filing  comments  in  support 
of  the  Commission’s  proposal  have  in¬ 
dicated  both  willingness  to  undertake 
the  necessary  expense  and  intent  to 
apply  for  1  kilowatt  directional  antenna 
da3d;ime  operation.  We  recognize  also 
that  the  proposed  rule  making  may  have 
the  indirect  effect  of  increasing  the  eco¬ 
nomic  problems  of  some  Class  IV  sta¬ 
tions.  This  proposal  was  not- formulated 
as  the  universal  panacea  for  economic 
ills  and  disparities  but  only  as  the  least 
inequitable  means  of  improving  an 
already  inequitable  situation.  In  no  in¬ 
stance  would  the  proposed  rule  making 
augment  the  technical  problems  of  a 
Class  IV  station  not  increasing  power  or 
diminish  the  ability  of  such  a  station  to 
serve  its  present  public. 

21.  With  regard  to  the  petitioner’s 
contention  that  a  horizontal  nighttime 
power  increase  would  improve  the  quality 
of  mighttime  service  and  the  audience 
attracting  potential  of  Class  IV  stations, 
we  believe  that  any  such  gains  would  be 
outweighed  by  the  docilities  associated 
with  such  a  power  increase,  including 


loss  of  some  adjacent  channel  servica  W" 
The  nighttime  service  areas  of  most  loctd 
channel  i^ations  are  presently  so  severer 
limited  by  co-channel  interference 
a  mandatory  power  increase  Would  not 
extend  service  to  new  areas  of  any  «>« 
preciable  magnitude,  and  a  nonmanda* 
tdry  nighttime  power  increase  would 
have  the  general  effect  of  benefiting  the 
station  increa^ng  power  at  the  expenie 
of  large  portions  or  even  essentially  ah 
of  the  respective  nighttime  service  areai 
of  other  local  channel  stations. 

22.  The  engineering  study  sutenitted 
by  the  petitioner  presents  the  area  and 
population  gains  of  selected  Class  iv 
stations  and  the  associated  adjacent 
channel  service  loss  which  would  result 
from  horizontal  onmidirectional  1  kile- 
watt  daytime  operation.  For  present 
purposes  it  is  assumed  that  determina¬ 
tions  have  been  made  accurately  fitua 
adequate  data,  that  the  35  statiooi 
studied  constitute  a  fair  sampling  of  the 
more  than  900  stations  on  local  channels, 
and  that  the  population  gained  in  each 
case  equals  audience  gained.  The  study 
notes  that:  “Needless  to  say,  the  varia¬ 
tion  was  wide.  Such  stations  as  WNEB 
in  Worcester,  Massachusetts  and  WCUM 
in  Cumberland,  Maryland  received  ne 
benefit  area-wise  and  only  a  vestigial 
profit  population-wise.  Other  statkmi 
like  WCPV  in  Clifton  Forge,  Virginia  in-, 
creased  the  area  served  by  92.4  percent 
and  increased  the  population  by  62  per¬ 
cent.”  Thus,  such  stations  as  WNEB 
and  WCUM  would  be  compelled  to  un¬ 
dertake  considerable  expenditures  in 
order  to  continue  their  present  service; 
and  stations  like  WCFV  would  derive 
impressive  benefits.  These  results  may 
be  contrasted  with  their  respective  coun¬ 
terparts  under  the  terms  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  proposal :  such  stations  as  WNEB 
and  WCUM  would  retain  their  present 
areas  without  resultant  expense;  sta¬ 
tions  like  WCFV  would  generally  quahfy 
for  1  kilowatt  omndirectional  daytime 
operation  with  resultant  gains  exactly  as 
indicated  in  the  study.  In  extending  the 
comparison,  however,  it  is  conceded  that 
the  total  gain  accruing  to  stations  limited 
to  directionalized  increases  would  not  be 
as  great  as  the  corresponding  gain  in 
accordance  with  the  petitioner’s  pn^Mi- 
al.  This  difference  cannot  be  translated 
into  numerical  terms  without  detailed 
knowledge  of  the  operations  involved  and  . 
the  patterns  of  directionalization  to  be 
utilized.  On  the  basis  of  comments  ex¬ 
pressing  intent  to  increase  power  with 
directional  antennas  and  accompanykil 
engineering  studies  indicating  extensive 
resultant  gains,  it  may  be  stated  with 
certainty  that  this  difference  would  be 
appreciably  less  than  one  hundred  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  gain  under  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  proposal.  As  the  gain  redound¬ 
ing  to  any  such  station  from  p  horizon^ 
omnidirectional  increase  would  be  lim¬ 
ited  by  interference  from  other  stations 
to  an  area  not  much  greater  than  the 
maximum  achievable  with  directioMl 
antenna  operation  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  proposal,  it  may  alsi 
be  stated  with  certainty  that  this  differ¬ 
ence  need  not  be  appreciably  more  that 
zero  percent  of  the  total  gain  under  tee  ^ 
■  petitioner’s  proposal.  In  individual  in-  " 
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F  gignees  where  the  attainable  gain  is 
Sbt,  however,  it  is  probable  that  sta- 
'would  elect  ta  continue  present 
JJ^tlons  or  to  increase  power  with 
j^le  rather  than  optimum  directional 
St^as.  The  difference  in  resultant 
^w  service  is  thus  largely  dependent  on 
tiie  decisions  of  the  various  stations  and 
Biay  be  regarded  as  the  penalty  for  avoid- 
^  all  of  the  difidculties  attendant  upon 
a  mandatory  power  increase.  TheCom- 
miasion’s  proposal  would  enable  the  35 
itations  studied  by  the  petitioner  to^ fur- 
nlBh  new  service  to  not  much  less  than 
g65  000  persons  without  loss  of  adjacent 
service  to  12,439  persons. 

28.  Modifications  proposed  in  com- 
!  mfnte  on  the  notice  of  proposed  rule 
t  joaking  include  the  exemption  of  Class 
'  IV  stations  increasing  ^  power  from: 

[  (a)  The  requirement  of  S  3.24  (b)  (7) 

t  of  the  Cewnmission’s  rules  that  the  popu- 
within  the  1  v/m  contour  be  less 
■  tban  1  percent  of  the  population  within 
the  25  mv/m  contour  or  less  than  300. 

[  (b)  The  requirement  of  §  3.28  (c)  (3) 

'  0f  the  rules  that  dasrtime  interference 
m  DO  case  affect  more  than  10  percent 
sf  the  population  within  a  proposed  sta¬ 
tion’s  normally  protected  primary  serv- 
leearea. 

(c)  The  requirement  of  §  3.188  (d)  of 
the  rules  that  roof-top  antennas  not  be 
used  at  operating  power  in  excess  of 
500  watts. 

(d)  The  requirement  of  the  modifica- 
f  ttoo  of  5  3.182  (f )  proposed  in  ttie  notice 

of  prcgxxsed  rule  making  that  directional 
gntenna  radiation  along  every  radial  be 
the  eqifivalent  of  not  less  than  250  watts 
non-directional  radiation  in  the  event 
of  radials  extending  over  unpopulated' 
areas  as  oceans  or  deserts. 

(e)  The  use  of  directional  antennas  of 
other  than  the  simplest  design. 

(f)  Applicable  limitations  on  inter¬ 
ference  within  the  normally  protected 
MTVice  contours  of  other  stations  pro¬ 
dded  that  the  affected  stations  agree  to 
•ecept  the  excess  interference. 

(g)  Directionalization  to  operate  at 
500  watts  or  1000  watts  in  the  event  that 
the  station  meets  the  requirements  for 
omnidirectional  daytime  operation  at 
wme  lower  power  in  excess  of  100  watts 
or  250  watts  as  applicablwc 

(h)  Directionalization  in  several  speci¬ 
fied  areas  where  it  is  claimed  that  actual 
pround  conductivity  is  lower  than  the 

I  locepted  estimated  value  and  1  kilowatt 
omnidirectional  operation  without  vio- 
;  hting  any  interference  restrictions  is 
ictually  although  not  theoretically 
possible. 

Although  particular  instances  of  the 
4>plicability  of  certain  of  these  consid¬ 
erations  might  merit  individual  attention 
In  the  proper  context,  these  proposed 
modifications  will  not  be  considered  in 
Sie  present  proceeding. 

24.  In  accordance  with  the  modifica- 
■  tions  proposed  in  the  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  the  use  of  directional  an- 
ienuas  to  reduce  the  presently  required 
:  mparations  between  Class  IV  stations  is 
•edflcally  precluded.  In  view  of  mis- 
taterpretation  of  the  original  terms  of 
restriction,  it  is  noted  that  there 
•ns  no  intent  to  preclude  all  use  of 
No.  110 - 3 


directional  antennas  by  100  watt  stations 
increasing  dairtime  power. 

25.  While  the  Agreement  between  the 
United  States  of  America  and  the 
United  Mexican  States  Concerning  Radio 
Broadcasting  in  the  Standard  Broadcast 
Band  would  allow  dairtime  operation  of 
Class  IV  stations  with  maximum  power  of 
1  kilowatt  in  all  areas  of  the  United 
States  more  than  100  kilometers  (62 
miles)  from  the  common  border,  the 
North  American  Regional  Broadcastii^ 
Agreement  (NARBA)  would  limit  Class 
IV  station  power  to  250  watts.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  final  Commission  action  with  re¬ 
spect  to  any  application  proposing  Class 
IV  station  dairtime  operation  with  power 
in  excess  of  250  watts  will  be  withheld 
pending  satisfactory  completion  of 
necessary  coordination  of  the  rules  with 
other  North  American  countries. 

26.  Review  of  all  comments  and  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  basic  problems  have 
confirmed  the  acceptability  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  proposal.  It  is  recognized  that 
certain  difficulties  and  inequities  will 
persist,  but  the  possibility  of  an  absolute 
solution  has  not  as  yet  been  establMied. 
The  present  proposal  would  bring  new 
dasrtime  radio  service  to  sizable  segments 
of  the  public,  benefit  Class  IV  stations 
to  the  maximum  practicable  degree, 
cause  no  loss  of  adjacent  channel  service, 
and  be  consistent  with  the  parallel  action 
of  such  interested  foreign  countries  as 
Canada  and  Mexico. 

27.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  proposed  herein  is  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4  (i) ,  301,  303  (b) ,  (c) , 
(f)  and  (r)  and  307  (b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 

28.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
effective  July  7, 1958,  Part  3  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  are  amended  as  set  forth 
below. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended:  47  U.  S.  C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  301,  803,  307, 
48  Stat.  1081,  1082,  1083;  47  U.  8.  C.  301,  303, 
307) 

Adopted:  May  28,  1958. 

Released:  June  2,  1958. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[SEAL]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

1.  Delete  §  3.21  (c)  and  substitute  the 
following: 

(c)  Local  Channel.  A  local  channel  is 
one  on  which  several  stations  operate 
with  powers  not  in  excess  of  1  kilowatt 
daytime,  and  250  watts  nighttime.  The 
primary  service  area  of  a  station  oper¬ 
ating  on  any  such  channel  may  be  limited 
as  a  consequence  of  interference  to  a 
given  field  intensity  contour. 

Note:  The  power  ceiling  for  Class  IV  sta¬ 
tions  vmder  the  North  American  Regional 
Broadcasting  Agreement  (NARBA)  is  250 
watts.  The  Agreement  between  the  United 
States  of  America  and  the  United  Mexican 
States  Concerning  Radio  Broadcasting  in  the 
Standard  Broadcast  Band  would  permit  day¬ 
time  operation  of  Class  IV  stations  with  a 
maximum  power  of  1  kilowatt  in  all  areas  of 
the  United  States  more  than  100  kilometers 
(62  miles)  from  the  United  States-Mexloan 
border.  Accordingly,  before  the  Commission 
will  take  final  action  with  respect .  to  an 
application  proposing  the  use  of  daytime 


power  in  excess  of  250  watts  by  a  Class  IV 
station,  appropriate  coordination  of  the  rulee 
providing  for  the  use  of  such  power  must  be 
effected  with  other  North  American  coun¬ 
tries.  -(See  note  imder  i  3.28  (b).) 

2.  Delete  {  Z22  (d)  and  substitute  Uie 
following: 

(d)  Class  IV  Station.  A  Class  IV  sta¬ 
tion  is  a  station  operating  on  a  local 
channel  and  designed  to  render  service 
primarily  to  a  city  or  town  and  the  sub- 
mrban  and  rural  areas  contiguous  there¬ 
to.  The  power  of  a  station  of  this  class 
shall  not  be  less  than  0.1  kilowatt  and 
not  more  than  0.25  kilowatt  nighttime, 
and  1  kilowatt  daytime,  and  its  service 
area  is  subject  to  interference  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  3.182. 

3.  Amend  S  3.23  as  follows: 

a.  Delete  paragraph  (c)  and  substitute 
the  following: 

(c)  Daytime  permits  operation  during 
the  hours  between  average  monthly  local 
sunrise  and  average  monthly  local  sun¬ 
set.  Daytime  stations  operating  on  local 
channels  with  a  power  of  0.1  kw  or  0.25 
kw  may,  upon  notification  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  to  the  Engineer  in  Charge 
of  the  radio  district  in  which^they  are 
located,  operate  at  hours  beyond  those 
specified  in  their  license. 

b.  Delete  paragraph  (e)  and  substitute 
the  following: 

(e)  Specified  hours  means  that  the 
exact  operating  hours  are  iqpecified  in  the 
license.  (The  minimum  hours  that  any 
station  shall  operate  are  specified  in 
§  3.71.)  Specified  h(nirs  stations  operat¬ 
ing  on  local  chann^  with  a  power  of 
0.1  kw  or  0.25  kw,  exc^t  those  sharing 
time  with  other  stations  may,  up<m  noti¬ 
fication  to  the  Cconmission  and  the  En¬ 
gineer  in  Charge  of  the  radio  district  in 
which  they  are  located,  operate  at  hours 
beyond  those  specified  in  their  license. 

4.  Amend  §  3.41  by  chaining  the  mtry 
for  Class  IV  stations  in  the  table  to  read 
as  follows: 


Class  rv: 

100  watts _ _ _ .... _ _  250 

250,  500  or  1000  watts _ _ _ _ _ 1(X)0 


5.  Add  a  new  subparagraph  (4)  to 
S  3.87  (a)  to  read  as  follows: 

(4)  Class  IV  stations  authorized  for 
operation  with  daytime  power  in  excess 
of  250  watts. 

6.  Amend  S  3.182  as  follows: 

a.  Delete  that  portion  of  paragraph 
(a)  (4)  preceding  the  note  and  substi¬ 
tute  the  following : 

(4)  Class  IV  stations  operate  on  local 
channels  normally  rendering  primary 
service  only  to  a  city  or  town  and  the 
suburban  or  rural  areas  cmitiguous 
thereto  with  powers  not  less  than  100 
watts,  nor  more  than  250  watts  night¬ 
time  and  1  kilowatt  dasrtime.  The  sta¬ 
tions  are  normally  protected  to  the  0.5 
mv/m  groxmdwave  contour  daytime.  On 
local  channels  the  separation  required 
for  the  daytime  protection  shall  also  de¬ 
termine  the  nighttime  separation. 
Where  directional  antennas  are  employed 
in  the  daytime  by  Class  IV  stations  uti- 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


(Seo.  5.  49  Stat.  753,  as  amended;  7  T7  s  i 
608c) 

Dated:  May  29,  1958. 

[SEAL]  S.  R.  SlOTH, 

Director,  Fruit  and  VegeUMe 
Division,  Agricultural  Market^ 
ing  Service. 

(P.  R.  Doc.  68-4198;  Piled,  I'Jxme  4,  io( 
8:45  a.  m.] 


lizitier  power  in  excess  of  250  watts,  the  All  these  values  are  based  on  an  absence 
separatioDS  required  shall  in  no  case  be  of  objectionable  fading,  either  in  chang- 
less  than  those  necessary  to  afford  pro-  ing  intensity  or  selective  fading,  the 
tection,  assuming  nondirecUonal  opera-  usual  noise  level  in  the  areas,  and  an 
tion  with  100  watts  or  250  watts,  which-  absence  of  limiting  interference  from 
ever  is  the  nighttime  power  of  the  station,  other  broadcast  stations.  Ihe  values 
In  no  CEise  will  250  watts  nighttime  oper-  apply  both  day  and  night  but  generally 
ation  be  authorized  to  a  station  unable  fading  or  interference  from  other  sta- 
to  operate  omnidirectionally  at  250  tions  limits  the  primary  service  at  night 
watts  in  the  dasrtime.  The  actual  night-  in  all  rural  areas  to  higher  values  of 
time  limitation  will  be  calculated.  field  intensity  than  the  values  given, 

b.  Delete  that  portion  of  paragraph  Commission  wiU  authorize  a  dlrw- 

(f)  preceding  the  note  and  substitute  th'o  antenna  for  a  Cl^  IV  station  for 

»  b*  ouMOb  uvc  operation  only  with  power  m 

thefollowing.  .  250  watts.  In  computing  the 

<f)  The  signals  necessary  to  render  degrees  of  protection  which  such  an- 
primary  service  to  different  ts^pes  of  tenna  will  afford,  the  radiation  produced 
service  areas  are  as  follows :  by  this  antenna  shall  be  assumed  to  be 

Field  intensity  *10  less,  in  any  direction,  than  that  which 
Area:  '  groundwave »  would  result  from  nondirectional  opera- 

city  business  or  factory  ^  tion,  utilising  a  single  element  of  the  di¬ 
areas  - 10to50mv/m,  rectional  array,  with  100  watts  or  250 

city  residential  areas —  2  to  10  mv/m.  watts,  whichever  is  the  nighttime  power 

Bur^^u  areas  dxMng  of  the  Station, 

winter  or  northern 

areas  dtiring  summer.  0.1  to  0.5  mv/m.  c.  Change  the  entry  on  the  last  line  of 
Rural— southern  areas  the  third  column  of  the  table  in  para- 

durlng  Slimmer - 0.25  to  1.0  mv/m.  graph  (v)  to  read  as  follows : 

*  See  §  3.184  for  curves  showing  distance  to  g.l  to  0.25  kw  night  and  0.1  to  1  kw  day. 
various  groundwave  field  Intensity  contours 

for  different  frequency  an<J  ground  con-  [P.  R.  Doc.  58-4240;  Piled,  June  4,  195§^; 
ducUvlUesand  §  3.183.  8:55  a.  m.] 
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Ite  Class  I  prices  under  the  Austin- 
«aco  Central  West  Texas,  Corpus 
Qjrtsti,  and  San  Antonio  orders  are  re¬ 
lated  directly  to  the  Class  I  price  in  the 
^rth  Texas  market.  There  is  a  close 
j^ri^lationship  between  these  five  mar¬ 
kets  and  milk  moves  freely  among  them. 
All  except  North  Texas  are  more  or  less 
Aeflcit  markets  and  depend  on  the  North 
•mas  market  to  furnish  supplemental 
milk  during  the  season  of  short  produc¬ 
tion.  This  close  interrelationship,  par- 
tjcuiarly  the  fact  that  the  reserve  sup¬ 
plies  of  the  other  markets  are  carried 
to  the  North  Texas  pool,  has  been  recog- 
to2cd  not  only  by  basing  prices  in  the 
other  Texas  markets  on  the  North  Texas 
price,  but  also  by  basing  the  supply- 
demand  adjustment  on  the  ratio  of  pro¬ 
ducer  receipts  to  Class  I  sales  for  the  five 
markets  combined  rather  than  for  North 
Texas  alone. 

Any  change  in  the  Class  I  price  in  the 
jlOTth  Texas  market  is  refiected  in  a 
rimnge  of  like  amount  in  the  Class  I 
price  in  the  other  markets  mentioned 
above.  Producer  representatives  from 
111  of  these  markets  participated  in  the 
subject  hearing.  They  contended  iman- 
imously  that  a  substantial  increase  in 
price  was  necessary  to  maintain  produc¬ 
tion  in  Texas  markets  and  that  unless 
such  was  granted  there  would  be  a  size¬ 
able  curtailment  of  production. 

In  support  of  their  position  they  ar¬ 
gued  that  a  substantial  decrease  in  net 
income  had  occurred  during  the  year. 
Durii^  1956  and  the  early  part  of  1957 
jmxiucers  were  receiving  drought  relief 
to  the  form  of  a  subsidy  on  a  portion 
of  their  purchased  feeds,  and  a  reducf 
tto  of  50  percent  in  the  freight  rate 
paid  on  hay  imported  from  outside  the 
drought  area.  In  addition,  handlers 
TolunUully  paid  a  premium  over  order 
Iffices  during  the  fall  of  1956.  Producers 
estimated  that  the  loss  of  the  premium 
and  the  drought  relief,  coupled  with  a 
decrease  in  the  Class  I  price,  provided 
by  the  order,  had  reduced  net  income 
1^  about  $1.80  per  hundredweight.  They 
p^ted  tp  a  shortage  of  milk  and  the 
need  for  increased  purchases  of  supple¬ 
mental  milk  from  distant  sources  as 
proof  that  a  substantial  decline  in  pro¬ 
duction  was  already  in  progress  and 
would  continue  unless  immediate  relief 
were  granted. 

In  arriving  at  a  decision  in  this  matter, 
the  supply-demand  situation  in  all  five 
markets  as  refiected  in  the  record  has 
been  carefully  considered.  Official  no¬ 
tice  has  also  been  taken  of  the  pool  sta¬ 
tistics  published:  by  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  of  these  orders  for  the  months 
Immediately  following  the  hearing. 

There  has  been  a  steady  increase  each 
-  year  in  each  market  in  the  volume  of 
milk  produced.  There  has  also  been  an 
bcrease  in  the  amount  of  milk  disposed 
of  as  Class  I  milk.  The  latter  has  not 
been  as  great  as  the  former.  Milk  sup- 
Wies  thus  are  more  nearly  adequate  to 
the  Class  I  requirements  of  Texas  mar¬ 
kets  than  they  were  in  any  year  prior 
to  1957.  Elxcept  for  North  Texas  and 
Pentral  West  Texas  markets,  receipts 
^hiring  the  first  three  months  of  1958 
•we  equal  to  or  in  excess  of  those  in 
the  same  period  of  1957. 


The  shortage  of  milk  which  occurred 
generally  in  Texas  during  the  late  fall 
of  1957  appears  to  have  resulted  not  so 
much  from  a  decline  in  the  annual  aver¬ 
age  level  of  production  as  from  the  fact 
that  the  low  point  of  production  was 
reached  at  a  somewhat  later  period  thap 
in  previous  years.*  In  North  Texas,  for 
example,  the  lowest  month  of  produc¬ 
tion  was  September  in  1955  and  August 
in  1956,  but  in  1957,  it  was  November. 
The  experience  of  other  markets  was 
similar.  Class  I  sales  normally  are 
somewhat  lower  in  August  and  Septem¬ 
ber  than  they  are  in  November.  Conse¬ 
quently,  in  previous  years  the  point  of 
low  production  coincided  with  the  point 
of  lowest  Class  I  sales  and  producer  re¬ 
ceipts  were  seasonably  ample  for  the 
requirements  of  the  market.  In  1957 
the  period  of  low  production  coincided 
^vith  the  peak  sales  in  the  market.  This 
resulted  in  a  shortage  of  milk  at  that 
particular  time. 

The  decline  in  production  which  oc¬ 
curred  during  November  may  be  attrib¬ 
utable  to  many  factors.  The  excessive 
rainfall  which  occurred  during  the  sum¬ 
mer  and  fall  of  1957  did  considerable 
damage  to  hay  and  feed  crops.  As  a 
consequence  the  hay  and  grain  fed  to 
cows  in  the  fall  of  1957  were  inferior  to 
the  hay  and  grain  which  dairymen  pur¬ 
chased  during  the  drought  years.  The 
excessive  rainfall  also  resulted  in  a  short¬ 
age  of  fall  pasture.  Some  farmers  were 
imable  to  sow  th^  fields  because'  of  the 
heavy  rains  and  in  the  case  of  fields 
which  were  sown,  the  ground,  much  of 
the  time,  was  too  muddy  to  be  pastured. 
The  latter  was  particularly  true  in  the 
case  of  small  grains  which,  in  normal 
years,  constitute  a  fairly  high  propor¬ 
tion  of  the  fall  pasture. 

The  high  price  of  beef  also  tended  to 
reduce  the  supply  of  milk.  Prices  for 
commercial,  utility,  and  cutter  and  ear¬ 
ner  cows  were  extremely  favorable  and 
dairymen  culled  their  herds  much  more 
extensively  than  usual. 

There  has  been  some  decline  in  the 
number  of  farmers  producing  milk  in  the 
North  Texas  and  Central  West  Texas 
markets.  Some  of  the  decrease  is  a  re¬ 
sult  of  a  consolidation  trend  toward 
fewer  and  larger  farms;  some  is  due  to 
smaller  producers  shifting  out  of  dairy¬ 
ing  instead  of  installing  expensive  farm 
bulk*tanks  in  the  bulk  tank  conversion 
program.  The  good  dairy  cows  from 
such  farms  generally  are  purchased  by 
neighboring  dairymen  to  enlarge  their 
herds.  At  least  a  portion  of  this  decline, 
however,  is  attributable  to  the  favorable 
outlook  for  beef  production.  Much  of 
the  milk  producing  area  for  these  mar¬ 
kets  is  located  in  what  is  normally  a  beef 
producing  region.  During  the  extended 
drought,  as  the  range  deteriorated,  many 
-producers  of  beef  cattle  turned  to  dairy¬ 
ing.  The  heavy  rainfall  of  1957  restored 
the  range  to  excellent  condition.  The 
prospect  of  continued  good  range  condi¬ 
tions  and  rising  beef  prices  caused  many 
of  these  former  beef  cattle  producers  to 
abandon  dairyman  and  return  to  raising 
beef.  In  the  May  Livestock  and  Meat 
Situation,  it  is  noted: 

Last  fall  cattle  producers  began  to  hold 
back  cows  from  slaughter.  They  have  con¬ 


tinued  to  do  BO  since,  and  by  spring  the  de¬ 
mand  for  replacement  oowe  bad  been  ex¬ 
ceedingly  active.  Prices  of  cows  and  heifers 
have  been  substantially  above  that  of  a  year 
ago.  contributing  to  a  higher  level  of  prices 
for  aU  cattle. 

Renewed  enthusiasm  in  retaining  breeding 
stock,  an  unmistakable  sign  of  expansionary 
psychology  In  the  cattle  Industry  has  been 
spurred  by  the  rising  prices  of  the  past  year. 
Also,  a  big  factor  has  been  the  recovery  of 
ranges  and  pastures.  Range  conditions 
changed  from  severe  drought  in  1956  to  Ixish- 
ness  in  1957,  lor  one  of  the  sharpest 
turnabouts  In  memory. 

Official  notice  is  also  taken  of  the 
April  1,  Western  Range  and  Livestock 
Report  which  states  that  April  1  range 
feed  conditions  equaled  or  exceeded  any 
year  since  1942,  and  that  prospects  for 
luxuriant  grass  during  1958  were  ex¬ 
cellent. 

Increased  prices  for  milk  at  this  time 
will  not  cause  a  shift  from  beef  produc¬ 
tion  back  to  dairying.  The  slight  short¬ 
ening  of  supply  that  has  occurred  this 
year  relative  to  sales  has  resulted  &i  in¬ 
creased  returns  to  producers  over  those 
that  prevailed  a  year  ago.  Uniform 
prices  are  expected  to  continue  somewhat 
above  those  wUch  prevailed  a  year  ago 
in  relation  to  Class  I  prices  and  at  a  level 
which  will  prevent  any  further  decline  in 
production. 

The  same  conditions  which  have  pro¬ 
duced  the  excellent  range  have  also  pro- 
duQed  an  abundance  of  excellent  pas¬ 
ture,  the  best  in  many  years.  Thus  pros¬ 
pects  for  dahTing  are  most  favorable 
and  any  loss  in  production  from  the  di¬ 
version  to  beef  should  be  more  ttiui  offset 
by  increased  production  on  the  remaining 
farms. 

The  level  of  producer  receipts  In  rela¬ 
tion  to  Class  I  sales  is  not  the  sole  cri-. 
terion  which  must  be  considered.  A 
further  factor  in  arriving  at  the  proper 
level  of  the  Class  I  price  is  the  price  at 
which  alternative  supplies  of  milk  are 
available  to  handlers  in  the  Texas  mar¬ 
kets.  Experience  has  shown  that  when 
the  price  in  North  Texas  is  out  of  line 
with  the  prices  of  milk  in  smplus  produc¬ 
ing  areas  of  the  Midwest,  handlers  have 
shut  off  or  reduced  purchases  from  local 
producers  and  have  secured  their  sup¬ 
plies  from  plants  in  the  siirplus  produc¬ 
ing  areas.  Any  time  that  the  North 
Texas  price  exceeds  the  Midwest  price, 
plus  transportation  and  handling  costs, 
there  is  a  likelihood  of  milk  from  the 
Midwest  displacing  that  of  local  Texas 
producers.  An  increase  in  price  which 
caused  handlers  to  replace  locally  pro¬ 
duced  milk  with  that  imported  from 
other  areas  would  result  in  lower  returns 
to  producers  since  it  would  force  a  greater 
proportion  of  the  milk  into  manufac¬ 
turing  uses. 

On  an  annual  average,  at  the  present 
time,  the  North  Texas  price  is  in  a  rea¬ 
sonable  relationship  with  prices  at  those 
points  in  Missouri,  Iowa,  and  Wisconsin 
where  alternative  supplies  of  milk  are 
available.  Even  though  prices  are  com¬ 
parable  on  an  annual  average.  North 
Texas  prices  have  been  out  of  line  with 
those  in  the  Midwest  during  April,  May. 
and  June  because  the  seasonal  pricing 
pattern  in  North  Texas  has  been  different 
from  that  in  the  other  markets.  The 
present  order  provides  a  Class  1  differen- 
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tial  durlngr  March.  April,  May.  and  June 
which  is  20  cents  less  than  that  diuing 
the  remaining  months;  whereas  in  most 
Midwest  markets,  the  differential  Is  40 
cents  lower  in  April,  May,  and  Jime  than 
during  other  months.  During  the  April* 
Jime  period  in  1957,  substantial  quanti¬ 
ties  of  milk  were  brought  into  the  North 
Texas  market  for  Class  I  use,  even  though 
ample  supplies  of  locally  produced  milk 
were  available,  because  the  handler  who 
purchased  it  was  able  to  buy  such  milk 
delivered  in  Dallas  at  a  lower  price  than 
the  North  Texas  price.  It  is  concluded, 
therefore,  that  the  seasonal  pricing  pat-~ 
tern  in  the  North  Texas  market  should 
be  changed  to  corresix>nd  to  that  which 
exists  in  the  markets  in  the  surplus  pro¬ 
ducing  areas.  Accordingly,  the  Class  I 
differential  during  April,  May,  and  Jiuie, 
should  be  40  cents  less  than  the  Class  I 
differential  during  the  remaining  months 
of  the  year. 

Producers  proposed  that  the  increase 
In  the  Class  I  price  which  they  sought  be 
accompUshed  primarily  through  an  in¬ 
crease  ,in  the  stated  percentages  of  sup¬ 
ply  to  sales  from  which  the  variations  are 
competed.  When  the  present  norms, 
which  are  based  on  the  ratio  of  receipts 
to  sales  in  the  five  Texas  markets,  were 
incorporated  in  the  order,  the  Class  I 
differentials  were  left  at  the  same  level 
which  had  existed  prior  to  the  amend¬ 
ment,  and  the  supply-demand  norms 
were  fixed  at  a  level  which  would  return 
to  producers  approximately  the  same 
prices  which  have  prevailed  in  the  past. 
Since  during  the*  period  used  to  compute 
these  norms  Texas  markets  had  been 
short  of  milk,  the  norms  provided  in  the 
order  do  not  refiect  the  production  of  an 
adequate  supply  of  milk  to  fill  Class  I 
requirements  and  provide  the  necessary 
reserve  supplies.  Consequently,  with  the 
increased  production  which  has  been 
occurring,  the  supply-demand  adjust¬ 
ment  has  tended  to  reduce  the  price  re¬ 
sulting  fnnn  the  addition  of  the  Class  I 
differential  to  the  basic  formula  price. 

Although  no  change  should  be  made  in 
the  annual  average  level  of  prices,  the 
supply-demand  norms  provided  in  the 
order  should  be  revised  to  refiect  a  more 
realistic  supply-demand  situation.  The 
present  percentages,  as  noted  above,  are 
based  on  a  situation  of  short  supply.  In 
view  of  the  increase  which  has  taken 
place  in  producer  receipts  relative  to 
Class  I  sales,  it  is  desirable  at  this  time 
to  increase  the  standard  percentages  to  a 
level  which  will  refiect  the  production  of 
a  more  nearly  adequate  supply  of  milk 
and  approximate  the  actual  supply-de¬ 
mand  situation  in  the  market.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  has  been  concluded  that  the 
supply-demand  norms  in  the  order 
should  be  increased  by  an  average  of 
6  points  at  the  median  level. 

Some  adjustment  should  also  be  made 
to  refiect  a  slight  change  in  the  seasonal 
production  pattern  which  has  taken 
place  since  the  norms  were  originally 
developed.  The  present  supply-demand 
norms  affect  prices  whenever  the  ratio 
of  receipts  to  sales  moves  more  than  one 
percentage  point  in  either  direction  from 
the  median.  This  has  resulted  in  oc¬ 
casional  adjustments  of  only  one  cent  in 
either  direction.  Fewer  minor  fiuctua- 


tioivs  in  the  Class  I  price  would  take  place 
if  the  range  of  the  norms  were  increased. 
Accordingly,  it  is  ccmcluded  that  no 
change  in  price  should  take  place  unless 
the  percentage  of  the  receipts  to  sales 
varies  at  least  2  percenters  points  in 
either  direction  from  the  median.  The 
table  of  supply-demand  norms  in  the 
present  order  should  be  deleted,  there¬ 
fore,  and  the  following  table  should  be 
substituted:  v 


Month  for 
which  price 
applies 

Months  used  In  ' 
computation 

Standard 

utilization 

percentage 

Mini¬ 

mum 

Maxi¬ 

mum 

January...— 

October-N  ovember.  .... 

no 

114 

Februi-y _ 

N  ovember-December. . . 

114 

118 

116 

120 

116 

120 

May _ 

February-M  arch _ ... 

120 

124 

March-April  .  _  _  . 

126 

130 

July 

April-May  ... 

129 

133 

126 

130 

Sisptember-... 

June-July _ _ 

122 

126 

113 

117 

November.... 

August-September _ 

108 

112 

December.... 

September-October..... 

108 

112 

As  noted  above,  it  has  been  concluded 
that  the  Class  I  price  should  be  main¬ 
tained  at  about  its  present  level.  To 
compensate  for  the  increase  in  the  sup¬ 
ply-demand  adjustment  norms,  the  an¬ 
nual  level  of  the  Class  I  differentials 
should  be  reduced  by  an  amount  which 
will  approximate  the  increase  resulting 
from  altering  the  supply-demand  for¬ 
mula.  To  accomplish  this  end  and  to  re¬ 
fiect  the  change  in  seasonality  which 
has  been  recommended,  the  Class  I  dif¬ 
ferential  should  be  fixed  at  $1.75  during 
April,  May,  and  Jime  and  at  $2.15  during 
the  remaining  months. 

Producers  also  proposed  that  In  con¬ 
junction  with  the  pricing  formula  in  the 
order,  provision  should  be  made  that 
would  prevent  the  Class  I  price  from 
dropping  as  a  result  of  the  supply- 
demand  provision  during  the  months  of 
August  through  February  and  which 
would  prevent  the  Class  I  price  from  in¬ 
creasing  as  a  result  of  the  supply- 
demand  adjustment  during  the  period  of 
April  through  June. 

They  also  proposed  that  the  present 
provision  which  limits  the  maximum  op¬ 
eration  of  .the  supply-demand  adjuster 
to  plus  or  minus  50  cents  should  l)p  re¬ 
duced  to  plus  or  minus  23  cents. 

The  purpose  of  the  supply-demand 
adjuster  is  to  refiect  in  the  Class  I  price, 
changes  in  the  relationship  of  producer 
receipts  to  Class  I  sales.  It  is  not  in¬ 
tended  to  affect  Class  I  prices  seasonally 
during  the  year.  To  limit  the  operation 
of  the  supply-demand  adjuster  season¬ 
ally  would  tend  to  nullify  effective¬ 
ness.  Similarly  reducing  the  maximum 
limits  within  which  the  supply-demand 
adjuster  can  operate  would  also  serve  to 
nullify  its  effectiveness.  It  is  concluded 
that  in  view  of  supply-demand  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  marketing  area  its  proper 
functioning  should  not  be  impaired. 
The  present  maximum  limits  applica¬ 
ble  to  the  supply-demand  adjuster  in 
the  order  should  net  be  changed  and, 
likewise,  a  contraseasonal  provision 
should  not  be  added  to  it. 


Had  the  proposed  changes  been  in  ef. 
feet  during  the  36  months  from  Jum 
1955  through  May  1958,  the  Class  I  price 
on  an  annual  average  would  have 
approximately  2  cents  higher  ^ 
would  have  been  had  the  present  for. 
mula  been  fully  operative  during  the 
same  period  of  time.  During  April,  May 
and  June  of  each  year  the  price  would 
have  been  several  cents  lower  than  under 
the  present  provision  and  slightly 
during  all  other  months  with  the  exo 
ception  of  the  month  of  March,  when  it 
would  have  averaged  26  cents  higher 
than  that  afforded  by  the  present  order. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  cotu 
elusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  i 

and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties  in  the  mar- 
"ket.  These  briefs,  proposed  findings  and 
conclusions  and  the  evidence  in  the 
record  were  considered  in  making  the 
findings  and  conclusions  set  forth  above. 
To  the  extent  that  the  suggested  finfUngg 
and  conclusions  .filed  by  interested  par¬ 
ties  are  inconsistent  with  the  finding! 
and  conclusions  set  forth  herein,  the  re¬ 
quests  to  make  such  findings  or  to  reach 
such  conclusions  are  denied  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  prevloualy 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previously 
issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratified  and  affirmed,  ex¬ 
cept  insofar  as  such  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  may  be  in  confiict  with  the 
findings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 

termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  sp^ified  in  the,  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  in  the  order,  as  here¬ 
by  proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such 
prices  US'  will  refiect  the  aforesaid  fac¬ 
tors,  insure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure 
and  wholesome  milk  and  be  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest;  and  t 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree-, 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  ^e  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as. 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  perscmi 
in  the  respective  classes  of  industrial 
and  commercial  activity  specified  in,  a 
marketing  agreement  upon  which  a 

*  hearing  has  been  held. 

Recommended  Marketing  Agreemefd 
and  Order  Amending  the  Order 

The  following  order  amending  the  or¬ 
der  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  North  Texas  marketing  area  is  here¬ 
by  recommended  c^s  the  detailed  and 
appropriate  means  by  which  the  fore¬ 
going  conclusions  may  be  carried  out 
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■M‘rec(»iunended  marketing  agreement 
^ot  included  in  this  decision  because 
tte  regulatory  provisions  thereof  would 
to  the  same  as  those  contained  in  the 
^r,  as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended. 

1  Delete  the  introductory  sentence  of 
{943.51  (a)  and  substitute  therefor  the 
following: 

(a)  Class  I  milk.  The  basic  fmmula 
price  for  the  preceding  month.  Grounded 
to  the  n^rest  one-tenth  percent)  plus 

75  for  the  months  of  April,  May.  and 
June,  and  plus  $2.15  for  all  other  months 
subjMt  to  a  supply-demand  adjustment 
of  not  more  than  50  cents  computed  as 
fdlows: 

2,  Delete  the  table  in  §  943.51  (a)  (2) 
(ill)  and  substitute  therefor  the  follow- 


Month  for 
vbicb  price 

Months  used  in 
computation 

Standard 

utilization 

percentage 

Mini¬ 

mum 

Maxi? 

mum 

October-N  ovember _ 

no 

114 

_ 

Novernber-December. .. 

114 

118 

Decembcr-January . 

116 

120 

January-February _ 

116 

120 

^ 

Februaa-y-March . 

120 

124 

March-April . 

126 

130 

129 

133 

bfay-June _ 

126 

130 

£q)tefflber.... 

June-July _ _ 

122 

126 

October....... 

July-August . 

113 

117 

Norember.... 

August-September . 

108 

112 

Decembw — 

September-October . 

108 

112 

iKued  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  2d 
day  of  June,  1958. 

[sial]  F.  R.  Bttrke, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.  B.  Doc.  58-4250;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 

8:56  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Division  of  Public  Contracts 
[  41  CFR  Part  202  1 

BlndMUM  Wage  Determination 

KOTICE  OF  TENTATIVE  DECISION  IN 
BITITMINOnS  COAL  INDUSTRY  ^ 

A  complete  record  of  proceedings  held 
under  sections  1  and  10  of  the  Walsh- 
Healcy  Public  Contracts  Act  (41  U.  S.  C. 
35  and  43a)  to  amend  the  determination 
of  prevailing  minimum  wages  for  persons 
employed  in  the  bituminous  coal  industry 
has  bwn  certified  to  me  by  the  Hearing 
Esaminer.  The  time  for  submitting  pro¬ 
posed  findings  andf  conclusions,  together 
with  supporting  reasons,  has  expired. 
The  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.  8.  C.  1008  (b) )  and  the  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (41  203.21b)  now  require  a  rul- 

tag  upon  each  such  proposal,  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions,  together  with 
the  reasons  or  basis  therefor,  upon  all  the 
material  issues  of  fact,  law  or  discretion 
presented  on  the  record,  and  a  tenta- 
thre  decision  of  the  question  whether  to 
nmnd  the  determination  now  in  effect, 
including  the  terms  of  any  such  amend¬ 
ment. 

In  response  to  a  petition  by  representa¬ 
tives  of  management  and  labor  alleging 
that  there  had  been  an  increase  in  pre¬ 


vailing  minimum  wages  in  the  industry 
as  a  result  of  collective  bargaining,  notice 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register  on' 
December  12,  1957  (22  F.  R.  9945)  of  a 
hearing  to  begin  February  3, 1958,  on  the 
question  of  whether  to  amend  the  de¬ 
termination  of  prevailing  minimum 
wages  made  October  26,  1955  (20  F.  R. 
8044;  41  CFR  202.51). 

Just  three  years  earlier,  there  had  been 
an  exteilsive  hearing  culminating  in  find¬ 
ings  and  conclusions  relating  to  the  best 
definition  of  this  industry  for  this  pur¬ 
pose,  the  areas  of  production  appropriate 
for  separate  determination  of  prevailing 
minimum  wages,  the  groups  of  employees 
to  whom  the  determinatioins  should  ap¬ 
ply,  and  the  special  provisions  which 
were  appropriate  to  measure  compliance 
with  the  determination  for  pieceworkers 
(20  F.  R.  5690,  8044) .  Certain  mine  op¬ 
erators  who  had  opposed  the  initial  de¬ 
termination,  invoked  section  10  (b)  of 
the  act  to  subject  these  findings  and 
conclusions  to  judicial  review  as  inade¬ 
quately  supported.  The  judgment  of  the 
court  in  these  cases  declared  the  wage 
determination  to  be  “in  all  respects 
valid.”  Central  Pennsylvania  Open  Pit 
Mining  Association  v.  Mitchell  and  Ruth 
Elkhom  Coals,  Inc.  v.  Mitchell,  12  WH 
Cases  696;  29  Labor  Cases  69,  565  (D.  C. 
D.  C.),  afllrmed  248  F.  2d  635  (C.  A. 
D.  C.) ,  certiorari  denied  355  U.  S.  935. 

The  notice  of  hearing  described  the 
subjects  and  issues  involved  in  the  pro¬ 
ceedings,  and  gave  all  interested  persons 
the  opportunity  to  appear  at  the  hearing 
and  submit  evidence,  views  and  argu¬ 
ments  as  to  each  of  such  subjects  and 
issues,  and  to  demonstrate  the  contrary 
as  to  the  continued  existence  of  facts 
found  in  the  1955  determination  pertain¬ 
ing  to  production  districts  and  other 
peripheral  phases  of  the  present  regula¬ 
tion,  of  which  facts  official  notice  was 
specifically  proposed  to  be  taken.  Nei¬ 
ther  prior  to,  during,  or  after  the  1958 
hearing  was  any  evidence,  view,  argu¬ 
ment,  proposed  finding  or  conclusion 
directed  to  any  of  the  facts  officially  no¬ 
ticed,  or  the  reasons  supporting  con¬ 
tinued  use  of  such  portions  of  the  regula¬ 
tion.  Most  of  the  facts  officially  noticed 
are  of  the  tsrpe  which  do  not  change  rap¬ 
idly,  such  as  the  distribution,  quality,  and 
characteristics  of  the  nation’s  major 
bituminous  coal  deposits,  the  major 
transportation  facilities  used  to  move 
such  coal  to  market,  the  resultant  pat¬ 
terns  of  competition  for  commercial  and 
Government  business,  the  types  of  work¬ 
ers  in  collective  bargaining  units,  the 
outstanding  trade  associations,  the  his¬ 
toric  bases  of  Government  regulation, 
and  the  types  of  available  statistical 
data. 

The  representative  of  one  mine  ob¬ 
jected  to  the  provision  regarding  official 
notice.  This  objection  became  moot, 
however,  because  the  continued  existence 
of  these  facts  was  proved  by  evidence 
adduced  at  the  1958  hearing  by  repre¬ 
sentatives  of  both  labor  and  manage¬ 
ment.  In  addition,  statistical  data  con¬ 
cerning  recent  procurement  experience 
of  the  principal  Governmental  consum¬ 
ers  of  coal,  and  the  patterns  of  commer¬ 
cial  competition  were  introduced.  These 
data  point  to  production  districts  as  the 


most  appropriate  localities  for  wage  de¬ 
termination  even  more  cleu-ly  than  did 
the  comparable  statistics  received  at  the" 
1955  hearing. 

For  all  of  these  reasons,  this  tentative 
decision  will  make  no  change  in  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  regulation  now  In  effect, 
except  such  as  are  responsive  to  the  new 
wage  data  for  the  several  production 
districts. 

Two  individuals  appeared  at  hearing  in 
opposition  to  the  proceedings.  One  rep¬ 
resented  the  Kentucky  Truck  Ckial  Op¬ 
erators  Association,  a  group  of  26  non¬ 
union  truck  mine  operators  whose  total 
tonnage  production  is  not  large,  and  who 
“may”  employ  an  average  of  9.5  workers 
each.  This  same  spokesman  also  repre¬ 
sented  15  operators  of  mines  in  Lee 
Coimty,  Virginia.  The  other  individual 
opposing  the  proceedings  represented 
Ruth  Elkhom  Coals,  Inc.  Prior  to  the 
taking  of  evidence  on  the  wage  issue,  they 
Joined  in  motions  to  postpone  the  hearing 
eight  months,  to  dismiss  the  proceedings, 
and  to  remove  the  hearing  to  imspecified 
places  in  Production  Districts  7  and  8. 
The  motion  to  postpone  was  based  on  a 
contention  that  the  notice  did  not  give 
sufficient  time  to  gather  wage  data,  and 
that  since  a  petition  was  pending  before 
the  Supreme  Court  contending  that  the 
bituminous  coal  industry  was  exempt 
from  the  Walsh-Healey  Act,  such  prepa¬ 
ration  might  prove  unnecessary.  The 
motion  to  dismiss  was  based  on  the  con¬ 
tention  that  this  industry  is  exempt  un¬ 
der  the  provision  in  the  Act  relating  to 
open  market  purchsuses  and  on  the  con¬ 
tention  that  ^e  issues  had  been  wrong¬ 
fully  prejudged  by  the  provision  concern¬ 
ing  official  notice,  discussed  above.  The 
motion  to  relocate  the  hearings  de¬ 
manded  that  the  hearing  be  held  at  un¬ 
specified  places  in  Districts  7  and  8  to 
save  their  clients  the  expense  of  bringing 
to  the  hearing  by  subpoena  operators  of 
mines,  parties  to  the  United  Mine  Work¬ 
ers’  collective  bargaining  agreement,  on 
the  supposition  that  although  they  had 
not  terminated  such  agreement,  some  of 
them  might  testify  that  they  were  not 
paying  the  minimum  wage  they  had  con¬ 
tracted  to  pay. 

'The  hearing  examiner’s  action  over¬ 
ruling  these  motions  is  approved.  Inso¬ 
far  as  the  motions  were  based  on  the 
contention  that  a  wage  determination 
for  the  bituminous  coal  industry  is  pre¬ 
cluded  by  the  provision  in  section  9  ''f 
the  act  examining  purchases  of  such 
goods  as  may  usually  be  bought  in  the 
open  market  and  the  pendency  of  that 
contention  before  IJie  Supreme  Court 
in  a  petition  for  certiorari  to  review  the 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  Circuit  in  Ruth 
Elkhom  Coals  v.  Mitchell,  248  F.  2d  635, 
the  Supreme  Court  has  now  denied  that 
petitiqn.  This  decision  is  effective  to 
conclude  that  litigation  with  the  deci¬ 
sion  of  the  court  of  appeals  upholding 
the  authority  “to  make  a  determination 
of  the  prevailing  minimum  wages  los 
the  bituminous  coal  industry 

There  are  several  reasons  why  the 
claim  of  prejudgment  based  on  “official 
notice”  of  the  facts  relating  to  produc¬ 
tion  districts  and  other  peripheral 
phases  of  the  regulation,  will  not  be  up- 
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held.  As  disaualification  was  not  raised  was  not  even  supported  by  a  statement  to  produce  without  subpoena  any  specie  ^ 
by  affidavit,  the  requirements  of  section  of  counsel  that  he  had  interviewed  a  contract  which  counsel  might  chiQiei^ 

7  (a)  of  the  Administrative  Procedure  single  witness  in  the  proposed  relocation  as  means  whereby  counsel  might  prwe 
Act  are  not  satisfied,  and  the  claim  has  area,  or  otherwise  had  reason  Jbo  suppose  any  inaccuracy  in  the  testimony  that  t)^ 
no  standing.  Section  7  (a)  only  provides  such  witnesses,  whom  he  characterized  list  was  accurate, 
for  the  di^ualification  of  “presiding  as  inyolimtary,  would  testify  as  he  spec-  Counsel  did  not  avail  himself  of  either 
officers”  and  subordinate  officers  “par-  ulated  they  might.  Even  considered  as  of  these  opportunities.  Neither  did  he 
ticipating  in  decisions  in  conformity  with  an  initial  proposal,  the  general  area  sug-  impair  the  credibility  of  the  qualifyiM 
Section  8”  which  latter  section  adverts  gested  is  less  central  or  convenient  a  site  testimony  by  his  cross-examination,  nOT 
only  to  “Action  by  Subordinates”.  The  for  the  hearing  than  the  City  of  Wash-  offer  any  rebuttal  evidence.  The  objec- 
statute  thus  gives  effect  to  the  well  set-  ington,  surrounded  as  Washington  is  by  tion,  therefore,  rests  solely  on  a  rule  ex- 
tled  “rule  of  necessity,”  which  precludes  the  States  of  Pennsylvania,  West  Vir-  eluding  evidence  which  is  not  technically 
use  of  a  disqualification  claim  as  this  one  ginia,  and  Virginia,  which  alone  ac-  the  best  available.  Though  such  an  ob¬ 
is' sought  to  be  used,  to  avoid  authorized  coimt  for  most  of  this  Nation’s  produc-  jection  might  have  basis  in  a  court  of  law 
regulation  by  disqualifying  the  only  tion  of  bituminous  coal.  if  the  issue  were  the  rights  of  the  parties 

officer  with  authority  to  act.  Evans  v.  Wages.  The  United  Mine  Workers  of  under  a  particular  agreement,  there  is 
Gore,  253  U.  S.  245.  Nor  is  there  merit  America  introduced  evidence  of  the  no  sound  basis  for  it  in  an  administrathe 
to  the  contention  that  “official  notice”  of  amendments  to  the  National  Bituminous  rule-making  proceeding  where  the 
facts  relative  to  production  districts  and  Coal  Wage  Agreement  of  1950,  which  agency  rule  of  practice  and  the  legisls- 
other  peripheral  phases  of  the  regulation  became  effective  September  1,  1955,  and  tive  history  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
prior  to  hearing,  results  in  disqualifsdng  October  1,  1956.  Except  for  Production  cedure  Act  both  make  it  clear  that  the 
“prejudgment,”  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Districts  12  and  21,  these  amendments  tech^cal  rules  of  evidence  do  not  have 
section  7  (d)  expressly  authorizes  this  provide  a  total  minimum  wage  of  50  application  and  the  mere  admission  of 
procedure  and  section  4  (a)  authorizes  cents  per  hour  in  excess  of  those  pro-  evidence  is  not  to  be  taken  as  prejudicial 
a  notice  of  hearing  which  may  go  much  vided  in  the  currently  effective  determi-  error. 

further  than  this  one  by  giving  “the  nation.  The  Government  introduced  Bu-  This  principle  has  particular '•pertl- 

terms  or  substance  of  the  proposed  rule.”  reau  of  Labor  Statistics  Wage  Chronol-  nence  here,  where  the  issue  is  not  the 
Here  again,  the  act  conforms  to  the  gen-  ogy  No.  4,  which  analyzes  the  National  liability  of  a  party  under  a  single  agree- 
eral  jurisprudence,  which  makes  no  re-  Wage  Agreement  from  1933  through  the  ment  but  the  breadth  and  scope  of  an 
quirement  of  ignorance  or  lack  of  1956  amendment.  Counsel  for  the  Ruth  ind^try  wage  practice  resulting  fron 
reasoned  prehearing  purpose  on  the  part  Elkhom  mine  objected  to  this  exhibit,  national  collective  bargaining,  ttm 
of  the  responsible  administrative  agency,  because  the  witness  who  identified  it  had  mines  listed  in  the  contracts  in  his  otBce 
so  long  as  parties  are  given  the  oppor-  not  participated  in  its  compilation.  This  and  the  identical  printed  form  of  all  of 
tunlty  to  submit  evidence  and  argument  objection  appears  to  have  become  moot,  them  were  facts  within  the  direct  testi- 
supporting  their  contrary  views.  United  however,  as  counsel  withdrew  all  objec-  monial  knowledge  of  the  union  ofllcer 
States  V.  Morgan,  313  U.  S.  409;  Trade  tion  to  verbatim  copies  of  the  amend-  who  testified.  The  exhibits  are  plainly 
Comm’n  v.  Cement  Institute,  333  U.  S.  ments  introduced  through  testimony  of  the  most  convenient  means  of  presenuhg 
638.  Nor  was  there  prejudice  to  any  the  Assistant  to  the  President  of  the  these  data,  so  that  they  may  be  the  more 
legitimate  interest  of  the  party  advanc-  United  Mine  Workers  of  America,  which  readily  assessed  in  terms  of  total  t<m. 
ing  this  claim.  It  made  no  effort  to  rebut  were  analyzed  in  the  Government  Wage  and  employment  in  each  produc¬ 
er  even  deny  the  facts  noticed,  and  has  Chronology  Exhibit.  tion  district  without  thousands  of 

not  even  advocated  any  change  in  the  The  absolute  application  of  the  mini-  pointless  repetitions  of  the  text.  Still 
responsive  terms  of  the  regulation  now  mum  wage  provision  of  this  agreement  another  reason  why  the  exhiUts  are 
in  effect.  in  the  several  production  districts  into  truly  the  best  evidence  on  the  issues  here 

The  fifty-three  days  notice  of  hearing  which  the  industry  has  been  divided  for  ^  the  fact  that  the  exhibits  present 
given  here  exceeds  the  customary  thirty  the  purpose  of  this  wage  determination  initial  data  as  to  the  production  and 
days  notice  of  hearing  which  also  was  was  proven  by  a  list  of  the- several  mines  employment  of  each  mine,  which,  the 
challenged  for  insufficiency  and  held  operated  by  parties  to  the  ag^reement,  sisned  agreements  do  not  reveaL  This 
adequate  in  the  judicial  review  proceed-  giving  for  each,  the  production  district  objection  is  overruled, 
ings  above  cited.  It  exceeds  the  15  days  in  which  it  is  located,  the  number  of  its  There  was  also  objection  to  the  pqb- 
which  is  adequate  in  law  by  the  express  employees  in  1956,  and  the  tonnage  it  location  “Bituminous  Coal  and  lignite 
terms  of  the  applicable  statute  (44  produced  in  1956.  This  evidence  took  1956”  on  the  ground  that  it  had  not 
U.  S.  C.  Sec.  308).  The  proposal  of  an  the  form  of  an  exhibit  compiled  and  in-  been  introduced  through  testimony  of 
eight  month  delay  to  give  one  individual  troduced  by  the  United  Mine  Workers  of  author,  and  on  the  ground  that  the 
representing  a  small  number  of  mines  in  America.  The  comparative  application  calendar  year  1956,  to  which  it  related, 
Districts  8  and  9,  all  the  time  he  requests  of  mlnimuTn  wage  provision  in  each  remote  for  it  to  have  relevance, 

to  survey  the  industry  on  a  nation-wide  production  district  and  for  the  nation  as  This  last  objection  is  answered  in  the 
basis,  is  particularly  inappropriate  in  a  whole  is  measurable  by  comparing  this  testimony  of  the  witness  who  identified 
view  of  the  absence  of  any  proposal  for  evidence  with  the  Government’s  Exhibit  publication.  He  called  attention  te 

abandonment  of  the  format  of  the  de-  “Bituminous  Coal  and  Lignite  in  1956”,  recent  release  date  of  the  publlcs- 

termination  now  in  effect  which  finds  released  November  27,  1957,  as  Mineral  testified  that  it  contained  the 

the  minimum  wages  for  such  production  Market  Sununary  No.  2715  by  the  United  recent  data  of  this  type  availaNe, 

district  solely  on  the  basis  of  the  wages  States  Department  of  the  Interior,  Bu-  hearing  examiner  was  correct  in 

paid  in  each  of  them.  Nor  was  there  any  reau  of  Mines,  as  part  of  its  series  of  receiving  to  evidence '  technical  statis* 
assurance  that  granting  such  delay  would  Mineral  Industry  Surveys.  This  com-  tical  data  in  written  form  which  is  of  i 
actually  result  in  the  additional  wage  parison  shows  that  in  1956  80  percent  substantially  non-controversial  nature, 
survey  suggested.  ^  of  the  bituminous  coal  produced  by  the  officially  prepared  on  a  routine  annual 

Finally,  the  motion  to* relocate  the  pro-  industry  and  83  percent  of  its  total  em-  by  the  Bureau  of  Mines  concern^ 

ceedings,  made  only  after  a  large  group  ployment  are  subject  to  the  minimum  annual  production  and  employmen 
from  distant  places  had  already  assem-  wage  provisions  of  the  union  agreement.  bituminous  coal  industry  in  ead 

bled  at  Washington  pursuant  to  the  There,  was  objection  to  the  list  of  several  production  districts.  N( 

notice,  obviously  came  too  late.  The  mines  which  are  parties  to  the  agree-  made  by  the  parties  raisuf 

party  on  whose  behalf  the  motion  was  ment,  because  the  witness  had  not  objection  to  present  their  own  case 
mad^  had  been  able  to  present  evidence  brought  to  the  hearing  each  of  the  sev-  rebut  this  evidence  in  any  way. 

giving  the  name,  location,  productivity  eral  thousand  original  signed  agree-  production  d» 

jmd  emplosrment  at  mines  having  mini-  ments.  The  colloquy  on  admissibility  of  ^  tonnage  and  ^ 

mum  wages  less  than  those  proposed  at  the  list  of  mines  which  were  parties  to  Plo^ent  in  mines  operating 
the  1955  hearing,  without  the  expensive  the  imion  contract  expressly  mentioned  contracts  with  the  United  Mine  Woriar 
procedure  which'  the  motion  to  relocate  both  counsel’s  failure  to  apply  for  a  gen-  of  America,  which  call  for  a  total  In 
assumed  to  be  prerequisite.  The  motion  eral  subpoena  and  the  offer  of  the  union  crease  in  the  minimum  wage  of  50  cent 
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the  1955  hearing,  with  the  total 
and  employment  of  all  mines  in 
J^j^production  districts  in  that  year, 
Sh^s  that  a  clear  majority  of  both  the 
Lnoage  and  employment  is  accounted 
I^^the  signatory  mines  in  all  of  those 
nroduction  districts  except  numbers  5, 

12  14.  18.  and  22. 

No  determination  is  presently  in  effect 
for  Production  District  No.  5  (Michigan) . 

It  was  determined  at  the  previous  hear¬ 
ing  that  coal  no  longer  was  being  pro¬ 
duced  in  that  district.  The  most  recent 
report  shows  that  coal  production  has 
not  recurred  in  that  district.  There  is 
so  ^is,  ther,efore,  for  making  a  pre- 
yjUing  minimum  wage  determination 
for  Production  District  No.  5  at  this 
time. 

In  Production  District  No.  12  (Iowa) , 
both  at  the  1955  and  1958  hearings,  it 
aK)eared  that  only  a  relatively  small 
portion  of  the  bituminous  coal  produc¬ 
tion  and  employment  occurred  at  mines 
operating  under  the  United  Mine 
Workers  Agreement.  A  comprehensive 
gcffvey  of  the  minimum  wages  paid  for 
vork  at  the  several  mines  in  that  state 
vas  Introduced  at  the  1955  hearing.  On 
the  basis  of  this  survey  it  was  determined 
that  the  prevailing  '  minimum  wage 
among  such  mines  is  $1.40  per  hour, 
certain  wage  data  concerning  the  mini¬ 
mum  wages  currently  being  paid  in  the 
production  of  bituminous  coal  in  this 
state  and  district  were  introduced  at  the 
1958  hefiring.  These  data  are  not  ade- 
<iuate,  however,  to  show  that  there  has 
been  any  change  in  the  prevailing  mini¬ 
mum  wage  provided  in  the  determination 
DOW  in  effect.  Accordingly,  this  tenta¬ 
tive  decision  does  not  propose  any 
amendment  to  the  prevailing  minimum 
wage  determination  presently  in  effect 
for  Piroduction  District  No.  12  (Iowa). 

In  Production  District  14  (Arkansas- 
(^homa),  the  United  Mine  Workers 
eihibit  shows  that  in  1956.  mines  pro¬ 
ducing  1,000  tons  or  more  operating  un^- 
der  the  latest  contract  with  that  union 
emi^yed  959  employees  and  produced 
697,168  tons  of  coal.’  It  appears  from  the 
Bumu  of  Mines  statistics  that  in  1956 
iD  the  mines  in  this  district  employed 
1,048  employees  and  produced  1,554,729 
torn  of  coal.  These  figures  alone  suggest 
the  conclusion  that  though  the  union 
contract  had  application  to  a  large 
majority  of  the  miners  in  that  district, 
they  produced  only  about  45%  of  the 
coal.  This  exhibit  was  supplemented 
by  testimony,  however,  from  witnesses 
produced  by  labor  and  management,  to 
the  effect  that  in  1956  the  Garland  Coal 
Onnpany  and  the  Sallasaw  Coal  Com¬ 
pany.  though  not  parties  to  the  union 
contract,  were  paying  the  minimum  wage 
it  requires  in  their  production  of  378,418 
tons  of  coal  in  Oklahoma,  and  that  sub- 
lequent  to  1956  both  of  these  companies 
became  parties  to  the  agreement.  I  find, 
therefore,  that  in  Production  District  No. 
14  a  large  majority  of  both  the  total  ton¬ 
nage  and  emplosunent  is  in  mines  operat- 
hg  under  the  agreement  in  1956  and 
others  paying  the  minimum  wage  it 
requires. 

In  Production  District  No.  18  (New 
Ifadco),  only  12  percent  of  the  em- 
Pk^ees  and  14  percent  of  the  coal  pro¬ 


duction  are  accounted  for  by  mines 
operating  under  the  United  Mine  Work¬ 
ers  agreement.  At  the  last  hearing  there 
was  detailed  evidence  as  to  mines  which 
were  not  parties  to  the  United  Mine 
Workers  agreement,  but  which  were  pay¬ 
ing  minimum  wages  at  least  as  high  as 
those  provided  in  the  agreement.  Since 
that  time,  there  has  been  a  substantial 
decline  in  the  total  production  of  the 
District.  This  witness,  who  was  well 
qualified  as  an  expert  on  production, 
marketing  and  economic  trends  in  this 
industry  and  who  submitted  at  the  1955 
hearing  the  detailed  evidence  as  to  Dis¬ 
trict  18,  expressed  the  opinion  that  the 
decline  affected  mines  which  paid  mini¬ 
mum  wages  less  than  those  provided  in 
the  United  Mine  Workers  agreement,  as 
fully  as  it  had  affected  the  other  minei, 
and  that  most  of  the  production  and  em¬ 
ployment  in  this  district  continues  to 
occur  at  the  mines  which  pay  minimum 
ws^ges  at  least  equal  to  those  the  agree¬ 
ment  provides.  Although  this  opinion  is 
not  as  persuasive  as  the  statistical  pres¬ 
entation  concerning  this  production  dis¬ 
trict  at  the  1955  hearing,  it  has  probative 
value  and  it  may  not  be  dismissed  as  in¬ 
substantial  or  unreliable.  There  being 
no  evidence  to  the  contrary,  I  find  that 
in  Production  District  No.  18,  the  major¬ 
ity  of  production  and  employment  is  in 
mines  operating  under  the  wage  agree¬ 
ment,  and  others  paying  the  minimum 
wage  it  requires. 

In  Production  District  Number  22 
(Montana),  although  88  percent  of  the 
employment  in  mines  during  1956  was  in 
mines  operated  under  the  United  Mine 
Workers  Agreement,  only  312,455  of  the 
846,134  tons  of  coal  produced  in  that  dis¬ 
trict  that  year,  or  approximately  37  per¬ 
cent,  came  from  those  mines.  The  tes¬ 
timony  of  witnesses  representing  both 
labor  and  management  established,  how¬ 
ever,  that  these  figures  do  not  include  the 
441,668  tons  produced  that  year  by  the 
Foley  Brothers  mine  in  Rosebud  Coimty, 
and  that  it  pays  minimum  wages  at  least 
as  high  as  those  required  by  the  United 
Mine  Workers  Agreement,  to  which  it  is 
not  a  party.  Upon  consideration  of  this 
additional  fact.  I  find  that  in  1956,  at 
least  89  percent  of  the  production  in  Dis¬ 
trict  22,  and  over  88  percent  of  the  em¬ 
ployment  there,  was  in  mines  operated 
imder  the  Unit^  Mine  Workers  Agree¬ 
ment  and  those  whose  minimum  wages 
at  least  equal  the  minimum  wages  re- 
'  quired  by  that  agreement. 

Production  District  Number  21  (North 
and  South  Dakota) ,  presents  a  different 
situation.  Sixty-five  percent  of  the  coal 
produced  in  1956  came  from  mines  op¬ 
erating  under  agreement  with  the  Unit^ 
Mine  Workers  of  America;  and  54  perc^ent 
of  the  employment  was  in  those  mines. 
This  tentative  decision  proposes  no 
chaftge  in  the  determination  for  District 
21,  however,  because  there  has  been  no 
change  since  the  1955  hearing  in  the 
minimum  wage  required  by  that  agree¬ 
ment,  nor  any  other  evidence  of  change 
in  the  prevailing  minimum  wage. 

The  Assistant  to  the  President  of  the 
United  Mine  Workers  of  America  testi¬ 
fied  that  the  minimum  wages  called  for 
by  the  October  1,  1956,  amendment  to 
the  Union’s  wage  agreement  have  been 


paid  since  their  effective  date.  He  was 
questioned  concerning  the  extent  of  non- 
c(Hnpliance  with  the  miniTnnm  wage  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  collective  bargaining  agree¬ 
ment.  He  called  attention  to  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  agreement  itself  providing 
machinery  for  its  enforcement.  He 
testified  that  the  union  recognized  its 
duty  to  police  the  agreement  to  see  that 
it  was  properly  enforced  and  regarded 
this  as  one  of  its  important  duties. 
Though  the  primary  responsibility  for 
enforcement  was  recognized  as  one 
which  could  be  most  effectively  dealt 
with  at  the  local  level,  the  national  or¬ 
ganization  was  vigilant  <  to  require  an 
investigation  of  evecy  complaint  of  vio¬ 
lation.  even  anonymous  ones,  that  came 
to  its  attention.  Most  of  such  com¬ 
plaints  had  been  founjd  to  be  without 
merit,  but  adjustment  conformably  with 
the  requirements  of  the  contract  had 
been  effected  in  every  case  where  viola¬ 
tion  was  revealed.  Though  the  witness 
conceded  it  to  be  possible  for  some  vior 
lations  of  the  agreement  to  occur  with¬ 
out  knowledge  of  the  fact  coming  to  his 
attention,  he  testified  that  this  could 
mot  have  happened  on  such  a  scale  as  to 
change  the  preponderance  of  tonnage 
and  employment  in  union  mines  in  any 
production  district. 

The  union  testimony  of  general  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  union  agreements  was 
corroborated  by  all  of  the  management 
representatives  that  testified.  A  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Island  Creek  Coal  Com¬ 
pany,  which  operates  19  mines  employing 
over  5,000  employees  and  producing  ap¬ 
proximately  14  million  tons  of  coal  an¬ 
nually  in  Production  Districts  7  and  8 
gave  his  opinion  “that  $2,745  is  the  pre¬ 
vailing  minimum  wage”  because  the  con¬ 
tracts  provided  the  “minimum  wages 
actually  being  paid”  in  those  districts. 
The  president  of  the  Harman  Mining 
Corporation  and  Feds  Creek  C^l  Com¬ 
pany  operating  in  Production  District 
Number  8  testified  not  only  that  $2,745 
was  the  minimum  wage  paid  in  his  com¬ 
pany’s  mines,  but  also  that  most  of  the 
coal  produced  in  that  district  “is  mined 
by  employees  who  are  paid  $2,745.’** 
The  Director  of  Industrial  Relations,  of 
the  Pittsburgh  and  Midway  Coal  Com¬ 
pany,  which  produces  over  3  million  tons 
of  coal  annually  in  its  operations  in  Pro¬ 
duction  District  9  (West  Kentucky),  10 
(Illinois),  14  (Arkansas  and  Oklahoma), 
15  (Kansas,  Missouri,  Oklahoma  and 
Texas),  and  17  (Southern  Colorado) 
testified  that  the  mines  operated  by  his 
company  •  and  those  operated  by  the 
members  of  the  producers  associations  in 
each  of  those  production  districts  were 
actually  paying  the  union  wages  called 
for  by  the  United  Mine  Workers  Agree¬ 
ment  applicable  in  each  of  those  dis¬ 
tricts.  Finally,  testimony  on  this  point 
was  given  by  the  Manager  for  Business 
Surveys  for  the  Pittsburgh  Consolidation 
Coal  Company,  which  operates  mines  in 
Production  Districts  Nos.  2  (Western 
Pennsylvania),  3  (Northwest  Virginia), 
4  (Ohio),  6  (Panhandle),  7  (Southern 
No.  1),  and  8  (Southern  No.  2),  where 
in  1957  it  produced  a  total  of  40  million 
tons  of  coal  using  9,900  employees  under 
the  temjs  provided  in  the  United  Mine 
Workers  Agreement.  This  witness  also 
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gave  his  opinibn  that  the  United  Mine  I  am  urged  to  forego  amendment  of  the  ings  will  result  from  this  propo^ 
Workers  exhibits  of  men  employed  and  prevailing  minimum  wage  determination  amendment. 

tonnage  of  coal  produced  under  contracts  on  the  surmise  that  to  do  so  will  put  Each  of  the  proposed  findings  and  coq. 
with  the  union  '^accurately  reflects  the  these  mines  out  of  business  and  their  elusions  which  opposes  redetermination 
conditions  that  are  recited  therein  as  to  employees  Out  of  work  at  a  time  of  abnor-  as  herein  provided  has  been  consider^ 
the  tonnage  produced,  the  men  em-  mal  imemployment.  '  and  is  overruled, 

ployed, -and  the  scale  paid.”  There  is  no  evidence  here  of  any  de-  In  revising  the  wage  determination 

It  was  suggested  by  counsel  at  the  terrent  to  continued  operation  of  bitumi-  regulation  to  give  effect  to  the  . 

hearing  and  also  in  several  informal  com-  nous  coal  mines  by  virtue  of  payment  of  wages  now  found  to  be  prevailing,  it  % 
munications  received  since  the  close  of  the  proposed  minimum  wage  in  the  per-  proposed  to  delete  the  section  relating  to 
the  hearing  that  in  some  unidentifled  formance  of  Government  contracts  for  handicapped  workers  as  this  probli^  it 
instances  mine  managements  that  are  bituminous  coal.  adequately  covered  by  41  CFR  Part  201 

parties  to  the  October  1,  1956,  amend-  Section  10  of  the  Walsh-Healey  Act,  Accordingly,  upon  the  findings  and 
ment  to  the  National  Bituminous  Coal  added  to  it  in  1952  by  the  Fulbright  conclusions  stated  herein  and  pursuant 
Wage  Agreement  of  1950,  are  not  paying  Amendment,  requires  that  wage  deter-  to  authority  under  the  Walsh-Heaky 
the  minimum  wage  which  it  requires,  minations  such  as  this  .be  made  ”on  the  Public  Contracts  Act  (49  Stat.  2036;  4i 
The  only  formal  proposed  flndings  and  record  after  an  opportunity,  for  a  hear-  u.  S.  C.  Sec.  35  et  seq.),  and  in  accord- 
conclusions  filed  subs^uent  to  the  hear-  ing”  and  invokes  the  most  formal  hear-  ahee  with  the  Administrative  Procedure 
ing  (on  behalf  of  several  mines  which  did  ing  procedure  provided  in  the  Admlnis-  Act  (60  Stat.  237;  5  U.  S.  C.  1001) ,  notice 
not  participate  in  the  hearing)  suggest  trative  Procedure  Act.  That  procedure  is  hereby  given  that  I  propose  to 
that  by  reason  of  this  phenomenon  the  requires  the  decision  to  be  “supported  Title  41  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reguh- 
presently  effective  determination  that  by  and  in  accordance  with  the  reliable,  tions,  by  deleting  §  202.51  (e) ,  relettolog 
$2.09  is  the  prevailing  minimum  wage  in  probative,  and  substantial  evidence.”  §  202.51  (f)  and  (g>  as  §  202.51  (e)  and 
Production  District  Number  9  (West  Even  if  in  the  absence  of  evidence  I  (f )  respectively,  and  amending  9  202.51 
Kentucky) ,  be  left  imdisturbed  notwith-  were  free  to  assume  that  there  are  mar-  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 
standing  the  imcontroverted  proof  that  ginal  or  other  small  mines  which  might  ...  n/nnimum  t-vio  »«««« 

wage  for  e”ees(ZLr^n”SS 

duced  in  that  District  came  from  mmes  paying  the  proposed  minimum  wages  in  ^oj-kg-s)  engaged  in  the  DerformMMHTrJ 
employing  85  percent  of  all  of  the  miners  the  performance  of  Government  con-  contracts  with  agencies  ^of 
employ^  in  toat  ^trict  which  are  tracts  and  might  have  to  forego  them,  J  Object  to  the  provisions 
firmly  bound  by  collective  bargaining  the  act  gives  me  no  discretion  to  accom-  rvp  . 

agreement  to  pay  no  worker  who  would  modate  to  such  a  minority  situation  by  rinMiiHincr 

be  covered  by  ttUs  determination  less  departing  from  those  wages  in  the  lace 

than  $2.59  per  hour.  of  the  demonstrated  fact  that  they  pre-  ^  «« 

As  ppposed  to  the  mass  of  evidence  of  vail  in  this  industry.  The  brief  and  com-  ^  louows. 
general  actual  payment  of  the  minimum  munications  I  have  received,  however.  District  l.  Eastern  Pennsylvania;  12.745. 
wages  required  by  the  union  agreement,  assume  that  the  only  alternatives  to  Pennsylvania: 

no  testamentary  or  documentary  evi-  authorization  to  perform  Government 

dence  was  introduc^  contracts  at  less  than  the  prevail^  min-  fst.  Pulton,  HuAtington,  jkerson, 

several  suggestions  of  umdentified  vio-  inrnim  wages  established  by  the  industry  McKean,  Mifflin,  Potter,  Somerset,  TiogiL 
lations.  The  Walsh-Healey  Act  requires  itself,  are  withdrawal  from  the  industry  Armstrong  County,  including  mines  Mrved 
that  this  determination  be  made  “on  or  business  failure.  No  persuasive  rea-  by  the  Pittsburgh  and  shawmut  Raiirosii 
the  record  after  an  opportunity  for  a  sons  are  advanced  for  this  assumption,  on  the  west  bank  of  the  Allegheny  River 
hearing”.  On  this  state  of  the  record,  I  and  the  inferences  that  may  be  drawn  north  of  the  Conemaugh  division  of  ttu 
must  and  do  find  that  the  union  contract  from  available  information  appear  to  Pennsylvania  Railroad. 

wages  in  evidence  here  are  actually  paid  negate  it.  County  aii  mines  on  and  eas 

"  ®  j  1  qj  Indian  Creek  Valley  brand 

in  Accordsncc  wiui  tilicir  t^ruis  so  son*  At  tli6  1955  lioSrrixiSf  wsisc  d&tfii  wsis  qj  tii6  B&ltimorc  und  Ohio  R&iiro&d. 
erally  and  uniformly  that  any  noncom-  received  from  a  substantial  number  of  Indiana  county,  north  of  but  exdudini 
pliance  as  may  exist  is  incidental  and  small  mines  also  located  in  Kentucky  the  Saitsburg  branch  of  the  Pennsyivanti 
insufficient  to  alter  the  balance  for  or  and  Virginia,  which  purportedly  showed  Railroad  between  Edri  and  Biairsville,  botl 
against  the  union  minimum  wage  in  any  prevailing  minimiinn  wages  for  smafi  exclusive. 

production  district.  mines  in  those  areas  of  $1.00  to  $1.25  per  Westmoreland  County,  including  all 

Several  letters  were  received  after  the  hour,  and  of  $1.25  per  hour  respectively,  ^^ce*^  and  east  ^or 

close  of  the  hearing,  and  some  suggestion  The  minimum  wages  determined  as  pre-  *11  eoai-nrodurinp  eoimtias  in  th«  stat 
was  made  at  the  hearing  that  a  number  vailing  for  these  areas  in  such  proceed-  ©f  Maryland! 

of  small  mines  in  Kentucky  and  Virginia  ings  were  $2,245  per  hour,  except  for  The  following  counties  in  West  virginta 
are  operated  by  persons  who  are  not  par-  $2.09  per  hour  for  West  Kentucky.  On  Grant,  Mineral,  and  Tucker, 
ties  to  the  United  Mine  Workers  Agree-  the  basis  of  these  data  it  would  appear  District  2.  Western  Pennsylvania:  12.741 
ment  and  who  do  not  pay  a  minipium  that  to  bid  for  and  receive  Government  .,?^®  counties  in  PenMyivania 

wage  as  high  as  it  provides.  The  pro-  contracts  subject  to  such  minimum  wlrpll® 

duction  and  employment  of  th^  mines  wages,  these  small  mines  had  to  make  a  Armstrong  county,  west  of  the  Aiieghw 
accounts  for  only  a  minor  portion  of  the  substantial  upward  adjustment  in  their  River  and  exclusive  of  mines  served  by  tt 
industry  totals  in  their  production  dis-  minimum  wages.  Pittsburgh  and  Shawmut  Railroad, 

tricts,  the  preponderant  majority  of  There  is  no  showing  in  these  proceed-  "  Indiana  county,  including  all  mines  serve 
which  are  subject  to  the  minimum  wages  ings  of  measurable  cessation  of  opera-  Saitsburg  branch  of  the  Pennsyivani 

of  the  1956  amendment  to  the  union  tions  in  small  mines  in  Kentucky  and  ^^^^oad  north  of  conemaugh  River. 
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DUtrlct  4.  Ohio:  $2,745. 

^  W1  coal-producing  counties  in  Ohio. 

V  District  5.  Michigan:  (No  determination). 
District  6.  Panhandle:  $2,745. 

The  following  counties  in  West  Virginia: 
smoke,  Hancock,  Marshall,  and  Ohio. 
^*^lstrict  7.  Southern  Numbered  1:  $2,745. 

The  following  counties  in  West  Virginia: 
(htenbrler,  Mercer,  Monroe,  Pocahontas, 
gununers. 

pi^tte  Cotmty,  east  of  Gauley  River  and 
including  the  Gauley  River  branch  of  the 
Cbesapeake  and  Ohio  Railroad  and  mines 
sffved  by  the  Virginian  Railway. 

McDowell  County,  that  portion  served  by 
the  Dry  Fork  Branch  of  the  Norfolk  and 
Western  Railroad  and  east  thereof. 

Bslelgh  County,  excluding  all  mines  on 
the  Coal  River  branch  of  the  Chesapeake 
snd  Ohio  Railroad. 

Wyoming  County,  that  portion  served  by 
the  Gilbert  branch  of  the  Virginian  Rail- 
lying  east  of  the  mouth  of  Skin  Fork 
ot  Ouyandot  River  and  that  portion  served 
hr  the  line  and  the  Glen  Rogers  branch 
of  the  Virginian  Railway. 

The  following  counties  in  Virginia:  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Pulaski,  Wythe,  Giles,  Craig. 

Tueweil  County,  that  portion  served  by 
the  Dry  Fork  branch  to  Cedar  Bluff  and  from 
Bloeetone  Junction  to  Boi^sevain  l^ranch  of 
the  Norfolk  and  Western  Railroad  and  Rich- 
Isnds-Jewell  Ridge  branch  of  the  Norfolk  and 
Weetern  Railroad. 

County,  that  portion  served  by 
the  Blchlands-Jewell  Ridge  branch  of  the 
N(»folk  and  Western  Railroad  and  that  por- 
tioQ  of  said  county  on  the  headwaters  of 
DIsnal  Creek,  east  of  Lynn  Camp  Creek  (a 
tributary  of  Dismal  Creek.) 

District  8.  Southefh  Numbered  2:  $2,745. 

The  following  counties  in  West  Virginia: 
$o(me.  Clay,  Kanawha,  Lincoln,  Logan, 
Mason,  Mingo,  Putnam,  Wayne,  Cabell. 

'  Payette  County,  west  of,  but  not  Including 
mines  of  the  Gauley  River  branch  of  the 
Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railroad. 

Md)owell  County,  that  portion  not  served 
by  and  lying  west  of  the  Dry  Pork  branch  of 
the  Norfolk  and  Western  Railroad. 

Baleigh  County,  all  mines  on  the  Coal 
Elver  branch  of  the  Chesapeake  and  Ohio 
Bailroad  and  north  thereof. 

Nicholas  County,  that  part  south  of  and 
not  served  by  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail¬ 
road. 

Wyoming  County,  that  portion  served  by 
Oiltert  branch  of  the  Virginian  Railway  lying 
west  of  the  mouth  of  Skin  Fork  of  Guyandot 
Elver. 

The  following  counties  in  Virginia:  Dick¬ 
inson,  Lee,  Russell,  Scott,  Wise. 

All  of  Buchanan  County,  except  that  por¬ 
tion  on  the  headwaters  of  Dismal  Creek,  east 
of  Lynn  Camp  Creek  (tributary  of  Dismal 
Creek)  and  that  portion  served  by  the  Rich- 
linds-Jewell  Ridge  branch  of  the  Norfolk 
and  Western  Railroad. 

Tazewell  County,  except  portions  served 
by  the  Efry  Fork  branch  of  Norfolk  and  West¬ 
ern  Railroad  and  Branch  from  Bluestone 
Junction  to  Boissevain  of  Norfolk  and  West- 
•n  Railroad  and  Richlands-Jewell  Ridge 
bnnch  of  the  Norfolk  and  Western  Railroad. 

The  following  counties  in  Kentucky:  Bell, 
Boyd,  Breathitt.  Carter,  Clay,  Clinton,  Elliott, 

:  Floyd,  Greenup,,  Harlan,  Jackson,  Johnson, 
I  Knott,  Knox,  Laurel,  Lawrence,  Lee,  Leslie, 

,  Letcher,  McCreary,  Magoffin,  Martin,  Manifee, 
[  Morgan,  Owsley,  Perry,  Pike,  Pulaski,  Rock- 
I  eutle,  Wayne,  Whitley.  Wolfe. 

I  The  following  counties  in  Tennessee: 
i  iaderson,  Campbell,  Claiborne,  Cumberland. 
I  Fentress,  Morgan,  Overton,  Pickett,  Putnam, 
i  Boane,  Scott. 

The  following  counties  in  North  Carolina: 

'  lee,  Chatham,  Moore. 

No.  110 - 4 


District  0.  West  Kentucky:  $2.59. 

The  following  counties  in  Kentucky:  But¬ 
ler,  Christian,  Crittenden,  Daviess,  Hancock, 
Henderson,  Hopkins,  Logan,  McLean,  Muh¬ 
lenberg,  Ohio,  Simpson,  Todd.  Union,  War¬ 
ren,  Webster. 

District  10.  Hlinois:  $2,745. 

All  coal-producing  counties  in  Illinois. 
District  11.  Indiana:  $2.78. 

All  coal-producing  counties  in  Indiana. 
District  12.  Iowa:  $1.40. 

All  coal-producing  counties  in  Iowa. 

District  13.  Southeastern:  $2,515. 

All  coal-producing  counties  in  Alabama. 

The  following  counties  in  Georgia:  Dade, 
Walker. 

The  following  counties  in  Tennessee :  Mar¬ 
lon.  Grundy.  Hamilton,  Bledsoe.  Sequatchie, 
White,  Van  Buren,  Warren,  McMinn,  Rhea. 
District  14.  Arkansas-Oklahoma:  $2.59. 

The  following  counties  in  Arkansas:  All 
counties  in  the  State. 

The  following  counties  in  Oklahoma:  Hsus- 
kell,  Le  Flore.  Sequoyah. 

District  15.  Southwestern:  $2.59. 

All  coal-producing  counties  in  E^nsas. 
All  coal -producing  counties  in  Texas.  All 
coal-producing  counties  in  Missouri. 

The  following  counties  in  Oklahoma:  Coal, 
Craigt  Latimer,  McIntosh,  Muskogee,  Ok¬ 
mulgee,  Plttsbvirg,  Rogers,  Tulsa,  Wagoner. 
District  16.  Northern  Colorado:  $2,796. 

The  following  counties  in  Colorado:  Adams. 
Arapahoe,  Boulder,  Douglas,  Elbert,  El  Paso, 
Jackson,  Jefferson,  Larimer.  Weld. 

District  17.  Southern  Colorado:  $2,796. 

The  following  coimtles  in  Colorado:  All 
counties  not  Included  in  northern  Colorado 
district. 

The  following  counties  in  New  Mexico: 
All  coal-producing  counties  in  the  State  of 
New  Mexico,  except  those  included  In  the 
New  Mexico  district. 

District  18.  NewMaxico:  $2,796. 

The  following  counties  in  New  Mexico: 
Grant,  Lincoln,  McKinley,  Rio  Arriba,  Sand¬ 
oval,  San  Juan,  San  Miguel,  Santa  Fe, 
Socorro. 

The  following  counties  in  Arizona:  Pinal, 
Navajo,  Graham,  Apache,  Coconino. 

All  coal-producing  counties  In  California. 
District  19.  Wyoming:  $2.82. 

All  coal-producing  counties  in  Wyoming. 

'  The  following  counties  in  Idaho:  Fremont, 
Jefferson.  Madison,  Teton,  Bonneville,  Bing¬ 
ham,  Bannock,  Power,  Caribou,  Oneida, 
Franklin,  ,Bear  Lake. 

District  20.  Utah:  $2.82.  ‘ 

All  coal-producing  counties  in  Utah. 

District  21.  North  Dakota-South  Dakota: 
$2,226. 

All  coal-producing  coxmties  in  North  Da¬ 
kota.  All  coal-producing  counties  in  South 
Dakota.  ^ 

District  22.  Montana:  $2,846. 

All  coal-producing  counties  in  Montana. 
District 23.  Washington:  $2,735. 

All  coal-producing  counties  in  Washing¬ 
ton.  All  coal-producing  counties  in  Oregon. 

Within  thirty  days  from  the  date  ol 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  ' 
Federal  Register,  interested  parties  may 
submit  written  exceptions  to  the  tenta¬ 
tive  decision  above  described.  Excep¬ 
tions  should  be  directed  to  the  Secretary 
of  Labor,  and  filed  with  the  Chief  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner,  Room  4414,  United  States 
Department  of  Labor,  Washington  25, 
D.  C. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  31st 
day  of  May  1958. 

James  P.  Mitchell, 

Secretary  of  Labor. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4236;  FUed,  June  4.  1958; 
8:54  a.  m.] 


Wag«  and  Hour  Division 
[29  CFR  Ports  661,  7061 

[Administrative  Order  509] 

Industry  Committees  Nos.  39-D  and 
39-E 

REGISTRATION  AND  APPOINTMENT  OF 
EMPLOYER  MEMBER 

Frank  A.  Besosa  of  Hato  Rey,  Puerto 
Rico  has  resigned  as  an  employer  ejepre- 
sentative  on  Industry  Committees  Nos. 
39-D  and  39-E.  The  Secretary  of  Labor, 
pursuant  to  authority  imder  the  Fair 
Labor  ^Standards  Act  of  1938  (52  Stat. 
1060,  as  amended;  29  U.  S.  C.  20;L  et  seq.) , 
hereby  appoints  Tomas  I.  Nido  of  San 
Juan,  Puerto  Rico  to  serve  on  said  Com¬ 
mittees  as  an  employer  representative. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  this  31st 
day  of  May  1958. 

James  P.  Mitchell, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 


[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4238;  FUed,  June  4,  1958; 
8:54  a.  m.] 
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COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  1  1 

[Docket  No.  12461;  FOC  58-614] 

Class  B  FM  Broadcast  Stations 

CHANQE  OF  POLICY  WITH  RESHCT  TO 
REVISED  TENTATIVE  ALLOCATION  PLAN 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  giv^  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  above-entitled  matter. 

2.  It  is  proposed  to  change  the  Com¬ 

mission’s  policy  with  respect  to  the  effect 
given  to  the  Revised  Tentative  Allocation 
Plan  for  Class  B  FM  Broadcast  Stations, 
promulgated  June  13, 1947  (Public  Nonce 
8178;  12  F.  R.  4031),  and  to  amend 
§§  1.356  (f)  and  1.309  (a)  Of  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Rules.  V 

3.  The  Revised  Tentative  Allocation 
Plan  for  Class  B  FM  Broadcast  Stations 
and  the  former  tentative  allocation  plan, 
promulgated  December  19.  1945  (News 
Release,  Mimeo  No.  87477)  and  revised 
September  3, 1946  (Public  Notice,  Mimeo 
No.  97592 ;  11  F.  R.  11223) ,  were  intended 
as  merely  a  guide  regarding  the  fiianner 
in  which  the  Commission  expected  to 
allocate  Class  B  FM  channels  through¬ 
out  the  country.  It  now  appears  that  the 
said  Revised  Tentative  Allocation  Plan 
has  outlived  its  usefulness  and  is  no 
longer  necessary  in  view  of  the  pattern 
that  has  already  been  established  for  the 
assignment  of  Class  B  FM  broadcast  sta¬ 
tions.  -Thus,  of  the  18  Class  B  channels 
allocated  to  New  York  City,  three  remain 
unassigned  and  two  comparative  hear¬ 
ings  are  underway  for  two  of  the  chan¬ 
nels  ;  of  the  18  Class  B  channels  allocated 
to  Chicago,  one  remains  imassigned  and 
a  comparative  hearing  is  underway  for 
that  channel;  of  the  12  Class  B  channels 
allocated  to  Philadelphia,  two  remain 
unassigned — ^two  applications  are  pend¬ 
ing  for  each  of  the  two  channels  and  sec¬ 
tion  309  (b)  letters  have  been  sent  to  the 
applicants;  of  the  20  Class  B  channels 
allocated  to  Los  Angeles,  two  remain  un- 
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assigned  and  two  comparative  hearings  adopted  in  the  form  set  forth  herein,  may  or  appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
are  underway-  for  the  remaining  two  file  with  the  Commission  on  or  before  consistent  with  the  prote<ition  of  in, 
channels;  and  of  the  17  Class  B  chan-  July  7, 1958,  a  written  statement  or  brief  vestors  and  the  purposes  intended  by  the 
nels  allocated  to  Sw  Francisco,  one  re-  setting  forth  his  comments.  Comments  act.  Section  38  (a)  authorizes  the  Com- 
tnain5s  imassigned  'and  a  comparative  in  support  of  the  proposed  amendment  mission  to  issue  rules  necessary  or  ap. 
hearing  is  imderway  for  that  channel.  also  may  be  filed  on  or  before  that  same  propriate  to  the  exercise  of  the  powers 
4.  Moreover,  in  many  cases  proceed-  date.  Comments  or  briefs  in  reply  to  the  conferred  upon  the  Commission  in  tte 
ings  to  amend  the  Revised  Tentative  original  comments  may  be  filed  within  act,  including  rule$  deiming  technical 
Allocation  Plan  have  been  instituted  as  a  10  days  from  the  last  day  for  filing  saio  and  trade  terms, 
result  of  applications,  filed  for  Class  B  original  comments  or  briefs.  The  Com-  In  an  opinion  of  the  Commission’s 
PM  facilities  in  communities  not  listed  mission  will  consider  all  such  comments  General  Counsel  issued  in  1941,  section 
in  the  Plan,  and  such  proceedings  have  that  are  submitted  before  taking  actio'-  22  (d)  was  construed  to  permit  con- 
not  generated  much  interest  in  the  way  in  this  matter,  and  if  any  comments  ai  -  tinuance  of  a  long  standing  practice  ol 
of  comments  from  interested  parties,  pear  to  warrant  the  heading  of  a  heari  the  industry  to  grant  graduated  reduc- 
Hence,  it  appears  that  these  and  other  or  oral  argument,  notice  of  the  time  a"  I  tions  in  the  sales  load  dependent  upon 
applications  for  FM  facilities  may  be  place  of  such  hearing  or  oral  argume  •  the  quantity  of  shares  purchased 
more  expeditiously  processed  if  the  Re-  will  be  given.  (“quantity  discounts”)  if  such  quantity 

vised  Tentative  Allocation  Plan  for  Class  lo.  In  accordance  with  the  provisi*  ns  discounts  were  clearly  described  in  the 
B  FM  Stations  is  abandoned,  thus  obviat-  of  §1.54  of  the  Commission’s  rules  or  prospectus  and  available  to  any  member 

>  ing  the  need  for  proceedings  for  its  regulations,  an  original  and  14  copie.  of  of  the  public  on  a  non-discriminatat| 

amendment.  In  acting  on  FM  applica-  all  statements,  briefs,  or  conunente  shjill  basis. 

tions  in  the  past  and  in  amending  the  be  furnished  the  Commission.  Paragraph  (a)  of  the  proposed  Rule 

Tentative  Allocation  Plan  the  Commis-  tjraxr  on  iQ«in  N-22D-1  (§  270.22d-l)  would  codify  thii 

Sion  has  been  guided  primarily  by  §  3.313  Aaopi^a.  may  zo,  lyou.  interpretation  to  permit  such'  quantitj 

of  the  Commission’s  rules,  which  pre-  '  Released:  June  2,  1958.  discounts  to  be  granted  to  any  persoa 

'^ribes  the  method  for  determining  the  whrnppAT  proposed  rule  would  also  codifj 

existence  and  extent  of  objectionable  Commission  interpretations  and  exemp- 

interference,  if  any,  caused  by  any  exist-  .  ,  ^  Mnnnm  orders  permitting  the  computatia 

ing  or  proposed  FM  station.  Abandon-  isealj  mart  jane  mo  is,  .  quantity  on  the  basis  of  a  singk 

ment  of  the  plan  will,  therefore,  result  in  oecre  o  y  purchase,  or  the  aggregate  of  the  share 

no  substantial  change  in  the  ultimate  (f-  58-4241;  Piled,  June  4.  3958;  previoush^  acquired  and  then  owned  plu 

action  on  a  narticular  application.  8:55  a.  m.i  shares  being  purchased:  and  in  such  in 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 
[  17  CFR  Part  270  1 

Variation  in  Sales  Load  or  Redeemable 
Securities  or  Registered  Investicsnt 
Company 

notice  or  PROPOSED  RULE  MAXING 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  has  under 
consideration  the  adoption  of  Rule  N- 
22D-1  (§  270.22d-l)  under  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  to  codify  "cer¬ 
tain  administrative  interpretations  of 
the  provisions  of  section  22  (d)  of  the  act 
and  exemptions  from  its  provisions 
granted  under  section  6  (c)  of  the  act. 
Such  interpretations  and  orders  have 
related  to  permissible  variations  in  the 
sales  load  charged  upon  sale  of  the  re¬ 
deemable  securities  of  registered  inv^'-'t- 
ment  companies.  The  proposed  r.Je 
would  also  require  a  number  of  changes 
in  current  practices,  including  the  avail¬ 
ability  of  a  quantity  discount  for  group 
purchases.  The  proposal  is  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  sections  6  (c) ,  22  (d)  and  38  (a) 
of  the  act. 

Section  22  (d)  of  the  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  prohibits  a  registered  ii.  vest¬ 
ment  company,  its  principal  underwriter 
or  a  dealer  in  its  shares  from  selling 
such  shares  to  “any  person”  except  “at  a 
current  public  offering  price  described  in 
the  prospectus.”  The  purposes  of  the 
section  are  to  prevent  discrimination 
among  purchasers  and  to  provide  for 
orderly  distribution  of  such  shares  by 
preventing  their  sale  at  a  price  less  than 
that  fixed  in  the  prospectus. 

Section  6  (c)  provides  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  rule,  r^:ulation  or  order  may 
exempt  any  person  or  transaction  from 
any  provisions  of  the  act  if,  and  to  the 
extent  that,  such  exemption  is  necessary 
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Khibited  under  section  22  (d)  of  the  act 
discriminatory  pricing  poUcies. 
it  has  become  increasingly  evident 
fL  reduced  prtees  are  not  being  granted 
to  8  single  menlbt*r  of  the  public  based 
^  the  Quantit^‘‘‘Of  shares  being  pur¬ 
chased,  but  ratWHr  to  several  or  numer- 
CJybidividuaEr  comprising  selected 
“classes”  of  persons,  contrary  to  the 
j^S^d  intent  of  section  22  (d)  .  An 
toportant  consideration  in  the  group 
purchase  is  the  danger  that  prospectuses 
^  not  be  furnished  to  all  the  individ¬ 
uals  comprising  the  group,  thus  thwart- 
jug  the  disclosure  requirements  of  the 
Investment  Company  Act  and  the  Se- 
uurities  Act  of  1933. 

Another  aspect  of  the  proposed  rule 
relates  to  the  investment  of  dividends. 
Section  22  (d)  (ii)  permits  a  deviation 
from  the  single  offering  price  require¬ 
ment  of  that  section  in  connection  with 
a  gale  “pursuant  to  an  offer  made  solely 
to  all  registered  holders  of  the  securi- 
tjeg  •  •  •  issued  by  the  company  pro¬ 
portionate  to  any  cash  distribution  made 
to  them  by  the  company  (subject  to  ap- 
im)priate  qualifications  designed  solely 
to  avoid  issuance  of  fractional  securi¬ 
ties)  This  provision  requires,  in  effect, 
that  if  an  offer  is  made  to  stockholders 
to  reinvest  dividends  below  the  offering 
price,  ^e  offer  must  be  made  to  all 
gtockholders  in  connection  with  each  dis¬ 
tribution.  Administratively  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  considered  that  there  is  lit- 
oal  compliance  with  the  provisions  of 
lection  22  (d)  (ii)  where  reinvestment 
at  net  asset  value  is  made  automatically 
for  those  shareholders  participating  in 
a  dividend  reinvestment  plan  and  all 
nonparticipating  shareholders  are  af¬ 
forded  separate  opportunity  for  rein¬ 
vestment. 

In  some  instances  the  privilege  to  re¬ 
invest  at  net  asset  value  dividends  paid 
from  investment  income  has  been  lim¬ 
ited  solely  to  shareholders  participating 
in  a  dividend  reinvestment  plan,  and  in 
some  instances  the  privilege  has  been 
further  limited  to  the  holders  of  a  spec¬ 
ified  minimum  quantity  of  shares.  The 
Ooipinission  is  tentatively  of  the  opinion 
that  if  the  costs  of  administering  the 
dividend  reinvestment  plan  are  borne  by 
the  issuer  there  should  be  no  deviations 
from  the  express  provisions  of  section 
22  (d)  (ii).  If  the  costs  of  administer¬ 
ing  the  dividend  reinvestment  plan  are 
not  borne  by  the  issuer  (the  cost  of  most 
such  plans  are  paid  by  the  underwrit¬ 
ers),  paragraph  (b)  of  proposed  Rule 
N-22D-1  would  permit  the  privilege  of 
reinvestment  of  dividend  income  at  net 
asset  value  to  be  limited  to  plan  partici¬ 
pants.  In  addition,  this  paragraph 
would  permit  a  further  limitation  of  the 
privilege  to  shareholders  owning  shares 
of  a  stated  minimum  value  of  no  more 
than  $1,200. 

Ihe  proposed  rule  would  not  provide 
any  exemption  from  the  express  require- 
Juents  of  section  22  (d)  (ii)  with  respect 
to  reinvesting  capital  gains  distributions. 
Thus,  if  the  privilege  of  reinvesting  cap¬ 
ital  gains  distributions  at  net  asset  value 
is  granted  to  shareholders  pursuant  to 
a  reinvestment  plan,  a  separate  offer  in 
connection  with  any  capital  gains  distri¬ 
bution  must  also  be  made  which  would 
tive  all  stockholders  not  participating 


in  the  plan  the  option  to  reinvest  the 
distribution  in  shares  at  net  asset  value, 
subject  only  to  the  right  to  impose  ap¬ 
propriate  quedifications  to  avoid  the  is¬ 
suance  of  fractional  shares. 

'Paragraph  (c)  of  the  proposed  rule 
will  codify  prior  Commission  practice  in 
exempting  sales  at  a  reduced  load  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  uniform  offer  made  to  all  tax 
exempt  organizations  emunerated  in 
sections  501  (c)  (3)  or  (13)  of  the  In- 
tcrmal  Revenue  Code  or  employees' 
tr^^ts,  pension,  profit-sharing  or  other 
esndoyee  benefit  plans  qualified  under 
scrtibn  401  of  the  Code.  Paragraphs  (d) 
al.a.(e)  of  the  proposed  rule  will  codify 
two  administrative  interpretations  de- 
sigiosd  to  reconcile  section  22  (d)  and 
certain  other  provisions  of  the  act.  Par- 
agr.4)h  (d)  covers  the  sale  of  redeemable 
seQ»<tities  to  periodic  payment  plans  and 
paragraph  (e)  covers  a  private  offering 
to  raise  the  initial  capital  required  un¬ 
der  section  14  (a) .  The  Commission  has 
interpreted  tl\e  requirements  of  section 
22 


)  as  inapplicable  in  these  instances 
e  Commission  has  in  the  past  ex¬ 
empted  from  section  22  (d),  sales  for 
investment  purposes  at  a  reduced  load 
or  nd  load  to  officers,  directors,  partners 
and‘^%mployees  of  an  investment  com¬ 
pany,  its  principal  underwriter  and  jn- 
vestlheht  advisor,  and  to  the  trustees  of 
qualified  peiision  and  profit-sharing 
planS  for  the  benefit  of  such  persons.  It 
was  represented  that  such  sales  pro¬ 
moted  employee  incentive  and  good  will. 
The  Commission  upon  reconsideration  of 
thi%ipaatter  is  tentatively  of  the  opinion 
tha^ifn  balance  the  business  purposes  to 
be  served  by  reductions  in  sales  load  to 
such  persons  are  insufficient  to  warrant 
continuation  of  this  practice  in  the  light 
of  the  policy  and  intent  of  section  22 
(d).  Accordingly,  no  such  exemptive 
provisions  has  been  included  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule. 

If  the  proposed  rule  is  adopted,  it  is 
contemplated  that  appropriate  proceed¬ 
ings  would  be  instituted  to  determine 
whether  the  Commission  should  modify 
or  revoke  sucif  outstanding  exen^tive 
orders  as  may  be  inconsistent  with  the 
provisions  of  the  rule  or  as  may  be  nec¬ 
essary  or  appropriate  in  the  public 
int^est. 

,jfee  text  of  the  proposed  rule  follows: 

I  SP70.22d-l  Variations  in  sales  load 
permitted  for  certain  sales  of  redeem-^ 
able  securities.  A  registered  invest¬ 
ment^  company  which  is  the  issuer  of 
redeeihable  securities,  a  principal  under¬ 
writer  of  such  securities  or  a  dealer  shall 
be  ex'^mpted  from  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  '£2  (d)  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
permit  the  sale  of  such  securities  by 
such  persons  at  prices  which  refiect  re¬ 
ductions  in,  or  eliminations  of,  the  sales 
load  under  any  of  the  following  circum¬ 
stances: 

(a)  (1)  In  accordance  with  a  scale  of 
reducing  sales  load  varying  with  the 
quantity  of  securities  purchased  by  any 
person.  The  quantity  entitling  any  per¬ 
son  to  any  such  reduced  sales  load  may 
be  computed  on  any  of  the  following 
bases,  and  may  include  redeemable  se¬ 
curities  of  other  registered  investment 
companies  having  the  same  principal 
underwriter  as  the  issuer  of  such  secu¬ 


rities:  (i)  The  aggregate  quantity  of  se¬ 
curities  being  purchased  at  any  one  time; 
or  (ii)  the  aggregate  quantity  of  se¬ 
curities  previously  purchased  or  acquired 
and  then  owned  plus  the  securities  being 
purchased.  The  scale  of  reducing  sales 
loads  and  the  method  of  computation 
utilized  shall  be  specifically  described  in 
the  prospectus  and  shall  be  applicable 
to  sales  to  all  persons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  paragraph,  the 
term  “any  person”  shall  include  (i)  an 
individual  purchasing  securities  with  his 
own  funds  for  himself  and/or  as  gifts 
to  others;  and  (ii)  a  trustee  or  other 
fiduciary  purchasing  securities  for  a 
single  trust  estate  or  single  fiducial  ac¬ 
count  although  more  than  one  benefi¬ 
ciary  is  involved.  Notwithstanding  the 
foregoing,  the  term  shall  not  include  a 
group  of  individuals  whose  funds  are 
combined,  directly  or  indirectly,  for  the 
purchase  of  shares  jointly  or  through  a 
trustee,  agent,  custodian,  pr  other  repre¬ 
sentative. 

(b)  In  accordance  with  a  systematic 
plan  for  the  reinvestment  of  dividends 
from  investment  income  at  net  asset 
value,  where  the  privilege  of  reinvest¬ 
ment  at  net  asset  value  is  available  only 
to  plan  participants;  Provided:  (1)  The 
plan  is  described  in  the  prospectus;  (2) 
the  costs  of  providing  and  administering 
the  reinvestment  privilege  of  such  plan 
are  not  borne  by  the  issuer;  (3)  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  plan  is  available  to  all 
security  holders,  subject  to  the  right  to 
limit  participation  to  thd^holders-itf  se¬ 
curities  of  a  stated  minimum  value  not 
greater  than  $1,200;  and  (4)  all  stock¬ 
holders  are  notified  of  the  availability 
of  the  plan  at  least  once  each  year. 

(c)  Upon  the  sale  pursuant  to  a  uni¬ 
form  offer  described  in  the  prospectus 
and  made  to  tax-exempt  organizations 
enumerated  in  sections  501  (c)  (3)  or 
(13)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code,  or 
employees’  trusts,  pension,  profit-shar^ 
ing  or  other  employee  benefit  plans  qual¬ 
ified  imder  section  401  of  the  Internal 
Revenue  Code. 

(d)  Upon  the  sale  to  a  registered  unit 
investment  trust  which  is  the  issuer  of 
periodic  payment  plan -certificates  the 
net  proceeds  of  which  are  invested  in 
such  redeemable  securities. 

(e)  Upon  the  sale  through  a  private 
offering,  in  connection  with  the  organi¬ 
zation  of  the  issuer,  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  the  initial  capital  required 
under  section  14  (a)  of  the  act. 


All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  views  and  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule.  Written  statements  of  vie#s 
and  comments  and  any  requests  for  oral 
argument  in  respect  of  the  proposed  rule 
'  should  be  submitted  to  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission.  Washington  25, 
D.  C.,  on  or  before  June  25, 1958.  Unle^ 
the  person  submitting  any  statement  re¬ 
quests  that  his  views  not  be  made  part  of 
the  Commission’s  public  files,  they  will 
be  made  available  for  public  in;qpection. 

By  the  Commission. 


[SEAL] 

May  28. 1958. 
[P.  R.  Doc. 


Qrval  L.  DuBoxs, 
Secretary, 


58-4226;  Filed. 
8:61  a.  m.] 


J\me  4,  1968; 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

Idaho 

HOnCE  or  PROPOSED  WITHDRAWAL  AND 
RESERVATION  OF  LANDS 

Mat  27.  1958. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
filed  an  application.  Serial  No.  Idaho 
09138,  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  lands 
described  below,  from  all  forms  of  ap¬ 
propriation  under  the  General  Mining 
Laws  subject  to  valid  existing  claims. 
The  applicant  desires  the  land  for 
stream^ide  zones,  roadside  zones,  camp- 
groimds  and  picnic  areas. 

For  a  period  of  thirty  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  persons 
having  cause  may  present  their  objec¬ 
tions  in  writing  to  the  imdersigned  offi¬ 
cial  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Land  Office,  P.  O. 
Box  2237,  Boise,  Idaho. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  ^11  b6  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  will 
be  sent  to  each  Interested  party  of 
record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Boise  Msudian,  Idaho 
I,IOHTNmG  creek  streamside  zone 

Strips  of  land  50  feet  in  width  adjoining 
each  bank  of  Lightning  Creek  extending  from 
its  confluence  with  Morris  Creek  northerly  to 
Lightning  Creek  Falls  (locally  known  as  Char 
.  Falls)  through  the  foUowing  described  lands: 

T.  57  N.,  R.  2  E.. 

Xjnsurveyed,  but  when  surveyed  will  prob¬ 
ably  be: 

Sec.  2;  Lot  3.  SEl^NWV4,  NEHSWl^,  SE^ 
SW%,SEV4SEV4; 

Sec.  11;  NWV4NEl^.  SW^NEl^,  NEV4SEl^, 

nw^sev4.  se^se^: 

Sec.  13;  NW»4SWV4,SW^4SW^^.  SE%SW%; 
Sec.  14;  NE^NE^,,  SE^NE'A,  NE^SE^; 
Sec.  24;  NWV4NEV4.  SW^NEiA.  SE^NE^, 
NE%NWV4. 

T.  58  N.,  R.  2  E., 

Unsurveyed,  but  when  stirveyed  will  prob¬ 
ably  be: 

Sec.  26;  SE%NWi4,  NEV4SWV4.  SEV4SW%, 
to  Char  Falls;  ' 

Sec.  35;  NE»4NW>4.  SE%NWi4,  NEV4SW>4, 
SE^SWl^. 

T.  56  N.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  5;  Lot  3,  Lot  4,  SW»^NWV4,  NW^^SWV4, 
,  SW%SWi4; 

Sec.  6;  NE^SEV4.  SE^SEl^; 

Sec.  8;  NWV4NWi4. 

T.  57  N.,  R.  3  E., 

Unsurveyed,  but  when  surveyed  wUl  prob¬ 
ably  be:  - 

Sec.  19;  SWV4NW»^,  NB%SW%,  NWl^ 
SW%,  SE^SWVi.  SW>4SEV4; 

-Sec.  29;  SW^NWii,  NW%SWi4,  SW^^ 
.  swy4; 

Sec.  30;  NE^^NE^^,  NW>4NEV4,  SEV4NWV4; 
Sec.  32;  NW%NWi4,  SWJ^NW^^,  NW14 
SW%,SW^^SW‘^. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  ap¬ 
proximately  145  acres. 
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FRIXST  RIVER  ROAD  NO.  6  TO  ROADSIDE  ZONE 

A  strip  Of  land  400  feet  in  width  (200  feet 
on  each  side  of  center  line)  of  the  Priest 
River  Road  No.  6  through  the  following  legal 
subdivisions  or  so  much  of  said  width  as  may 
be  situated  within  said  subdivisions.  This 
comprises  about  461  acres  of  national  forest 
land  more  or  less. 

T.  59  N..  R.  4  W., 

Sec.  6;  Lot  8  (SE  of  highway  is  patented). 
Lot  11,  NWl^NEy^.  SW^^NE»^; 

Sec.  7;  Lot  6,  Lot  7,  Lot  10; 

Sec.  18;  Lot  3,  Lot  6,  Lot  11.  Lot  12.  SEl^ 

swy4; 

Sec.  19;  Lot  2,  Lot  3,  Lot  4,  Lot  6.  Lot  11, 
NE  %  NW  V4 .  SE  V4  NW  . 

T.  60  N.,  R.  4  W., 

Sec.3lTLot7. 

T.  58  N.,  R.  5  W., 

Sec.  2;  Lot  4,  SWV4NW14; 

Sec.  3;  Lot  1.  SEtANEV4,  NEV4SEV4.  SWl^ 

SEl^,SE^  SE^; 

Sec.  10;  NW%NEV4,  E%NE^^NW%,  SEV^ 
NWV4.  N%N^NB»4SW>/4. 

T.  59  N..  R.  5  W., 

Sec.  12;  Lot  1,  NE%SEV4; 

Sec.  13;  Lot  2,  Lot  3; 

Sec.  24;  NE^SE^,  SW^SEV4.  SE>^SEl^, 
SE%SW%; 

Sec.  25;  NEV4NWyi,  NW%NWV4.  SWVi 

NW»4,  SE%NW%,  NW^4SWl^; 

Sec.  26;  SE14NE^,  NEV4SEV4.  NW^SEV4. 

SWViSE^,  SEV4SE%,  SE^SW»4; 

Sec.  34;  NE^NE'A,  SEV^NE^A,  NEV^SE^^, 

SEi4SE^; 

Sec.  35;  NW%NEV4.  NE%NW%,  NWi/i 
NW%,  SW%NW»A,  NW%SWV4,  SW^^ 
swy4.  . 

T.60N.,  R.  5  W., 

Sec.  2;  NWV4SW»^.  SWV4SW%; 

Sec.  3;  Lot  1,  SEl^NEl^.  NE^ASEi^,  SE^ 
SEV4; 

Sec.  11;  NW%NWi4,  SW%NWV4,-  SEV4 
NWV4.  NEV4SWV4,  NWV4SW»4,  SEV4 
swy4;  ^ 

Sec.  14;  NWV4N^1»^.  SWV4NEV4,  NE^^NW»^, 

SEViNW^; 

Sec.  23;  EV^EV4SEV4; 

Sec.  26;  NEV^NE'ANEi^,  EV^SEl^NEl^NEl^. 
T.  61  N.,  R.  5  W., 

Sec.  14;  sy2N^SEiASEV4.  SV^SEl^SEI^.  EV^ 
SE»^SW%SE^^; 

Sec.  23;  NE^NE^i,  NWl^NE»^,  NWi4SW% 
NE%,  N%SW^^SW»^NE^,  NEV4NEV4 
SW%,  Sy2NWl^NE^4SW%,  SW%NE% 
SW%,  E^E%SWV4SWV4,  WyaSEy4SW^ 

,  SWV4.  SEV4SWV4SW»ASW»A; 

Sec.  26;  NWV4NW%; 

'  Sec.  27;  NE>4SE%NE»4,  SW^^SE^^NEl^; 
Sec.  34;  E^^NWl^NE^^,  SW14NEV4,  NE»A 
SE»4,  NW%SE^^.  SW%SE»4,  SE^^SE^^. 

GRANITE  CREEK  STREAMSIDE  ZONE 

A  strip  of  land  50  feet' wide  contiguous  to 
and  on  the  northerly  side  of  Granite  Creek 
and  a  strip  of  land  50  feet  wide  contiguous  to 
and  on  the  southerly  side ‘of  Granite  Creek. 
Extending  from  the  boundary  between  pri¬ 
vate  and  national  forest  land  in  the  SW^ 
NW»^,  Section  30,  T.  55  N.,  R.  1  E..  B.  M.,  east 
to  the  confluence  of  Dry  Gulch  and  Granite 
Creek  in  Section  29.  T.  55  N.,  R.  1  E.,  B.  M. 
(surveyed)  and  situated  in  the  following  sub¬ 
divisions:' 

T.  55  N.,  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  29;  NWV4NEV4.  SW^^NEV4,  NEV4NWV4, 

NWl^NWl^; 

Sec.  30;  Lot  2.  NEV4NE»4,  SWl^NE»^,  SE^ 

NEl^. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  ap¬ 
proximately  25  acres. 


EAST  rORJE  UGHTNTNG  CREEK  CAMPGRG^FJl^  ARE 
PICNIC  SITE 

T.  57  N.,  R.  3  E., 

Unsurveyed,  but  when  surveyed  will  prob¬ 
ably  be:  The  subdivision  in  Section  sa 
that  portion  of  NWV4SW%  and  SWii 
SWl^  east  of  Lightning  Creek  and  nortt 
of  the  East  Fork  of  Lightning  Creek. 


The  areas  described  aggregate  ap¬ 
proximately  30  acres.  ^ 


BEAVER  CAMPGROUND  AND  PICNIC  SIIX 

T.  57  N.,  R.  3  E.. 

Unsurveyed,  but  when  surveyed  will  prob¬ 
ably  be:  The  subdivision  of  Section  29 
that  (portion  of  the  NW*^NW^SW\4 
east  of  Lightning  Creek.  ^ 


The  areas  described  aggregate  i^>- 
proximately  5  acres. 


RATTLE  CREEK  CANPCROUND,  PICNIC  ^ 

ADMINISTRATIVE  SITE 


The  areas  described  aggregate  ap¬ 
proximately  25  acres. 


ROBINSON  LAKE  CAMPGROUND 


The  areas  described  aggregate  ap 
proximately  24.54  acres. 

J.  R.  Pbnnt, 

State  Superviior^ 

[F.  R 


Idaho 


notice  of  proposed  withdrawal  and 

RESERVATION  OF  LANDS 


m 


T.  57  N.,  R.  2  E.. 

Unsurveyed,  but  when  surveyed  will  prob¬ 
ably  be:  The  subdivision  of  Section  2, 
NEl^NW^  and  NEV4SEl^NWV4  east  cf 
Lightning  Creek  and  south  of  Rattle 
Creek. 


T.  65  N.,  R.  2  E.. 

Sec.  21;  Lot  3,  less  what  would  be  the 
Ny2SW»^NW^^.  Lot  4,  less  what  would  be 
the  Sl^NWV4SW»^. 


Doc.  58-4200;  Filed,  June  4,  1968; 
8:45  a.  m.] 


May  27, 1958. 

The  Department  of  Agriculture  has 
filed  an  application.  Serial  No.  Idaho 
09077,  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  lands 
described  below,  from  all  forms  of  appro¬ 
priation  subject  to  valid  existing  claims 
imder  the  General  Mining  Laws.  The  i 
applicant  desires  the  land  for  the  Trail  j 
C?reek  Recreation  Area. 

For  a  period  of  thirty  days  from  the  j 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  per¬ 
sons  having  cause  may  present  their 
objections  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
official  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Mamige- 
ment.  Department  of  the  Interior,  Land 
Office,  P.  O.  Box  2237,  Boise,  Idaho. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  (»  i 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the  1 
Federal  Register.  A  separate  notice  win  .! 
be  sent  to  each  interested  party  of  record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  appllcatton 


are; 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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^rsday,  June  5,  1958 

Boise  Mebidiak,  Idaho  . 

T  9  N.. 

unsurveyed  Sec.  2;  NVaNW^t 
Unsurveyed  Sec.  3;  NV^l^E^NB^,  SB^ 

nb^nb^. 

T  10N.,R.  11®-. 

Unsurveyed  Sec.  34;  SW^^SW^^NEl/4  that 
portion  not  included  within  the  Orand- 
jesn  Administrative  Site.  SWV4SE% 
that  portion  not  Included  within 
the  Orandjean  Administrative  Site. 
KV^NE^SW^  that  portion  not  Included 
within  the  Orandjean  Administrative 
Site.  S%NEV4SEV4.  NW^^SE^^,  Ny2SWi4  ^ 
SE^^.  SE»4SE»^; 

Unsurveyed  Sec.  35;  SWl^SW^^.  SV4SB^^ 

The  above  area  includes  approximately 
330  acres  of  land. 

J.  R.  Penny, 
State  Supervisor. 

IP  B.  Doc.  58-4201;  Filed.  June  4,  1958; 

‘  ■  8:46  a.  m.] 


Montana 

notice  of  proposed  withdrawal  and 

RESERVATION  OF  LANDS 

May  27,  1958. 

The  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  U.  S.  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Inferior,  has  filed  an 
application.  Serial  No.  Montana  027972, 
for  a  first  form  withdrawal  of  the  lands 
described  below,  from  all  forms  of  ap- 
jNopriation.  including  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws,  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  3  of  the  act  of  June  17,  1902  (32 
Stat.  388),  as  amended.  The  applicant 
desires  the  land  for  right-of-way  for 
flowage  purposes  in  connection  with  the 
Tiber*  Reservoir,  Lower  Marias  Unit, 
Marias  Division,  Missouri  River  Basin 
Project. 

For  a  period  of  thirty  days  frdm  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice,  per¬ 
sons  having  cause  may  present  their 
objections  in  writing  to  the  undersigned 
official  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior,  1245 
North  29th  Street,  Billings,  Montana. 

If  circumstances  warrant  it,  a  public 
bearing  will  be  held  at  a  convenient  time 
and  place,  which  will  be  announced. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  on 
the  application  will  be  published  in  the 
Fderal  Register.  A  separate  notice 
will  be  sent  to  each  intei^ted  party  of 
record. 

The  lands  involved  in  the  application 
are: 

Montana  Principal  Meridun 

T.30N.,  R.2  E.. 

Sec.26:SV^NBl^. 

T.30N.,  R.4E., 

Sec.  2:  SWV4SBV4. 

The  above  areas  aggregate  120  acres 
of  public  lands. 

R  D.  Nielson, 
State  Supervisor,  , 

[F.  B.  Doo.  58-4202;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 

8:46  a.  m.] 


[Classiflcatlcm  59.  Document  180] 
Arizona 

small  tract  CLASSmCATZON:  AMENDMENT 
May  27, 1958. 

Effective  May  27, 1958,  paragraph  4  of 
Fedmal  Register  Document  58-1309  ap¬ 
pearing  on  page  1123  of  the  issue  for 
February  21,  1958,  is  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

4.  •  •  *  Rights-of-way  50'  in  width  for 
street  and  road  purposes  and  for  public 
utilities,  along  each  side  of  all  section 
lines,  quarter,  sixteenth,  and  sixty-fourth 
section  lines,  will  be  reserved  on  the 
tracts  involved.  •  •  • 

Eugene  H.  Newell, 
Acting  State  Supervisor, 
Arizona. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4204;  Filed.  June  4.  1958; 
8:46  a.  m.] 


[Qroup  293,  Arizona] 

Arizona 

JIOTICE  OF  filing  OF  PLATS  OF  SURVEY  AND 

ORDER  PROVIDING  FOR  OPENING  OF  PUBLIC 

LANDS 

May  26, 1958. 

1.  Pursuant  to  authority  delegated  by 
BLM  Order  No.  541,  dated  AprU  21.  1954 
(19  F.  R.  24731,  as  amended,  notice  is 
given  that  the  plats  of  survey  accepted 
December  30,  1957,  of  T.  42  N.,  R.  5  E., 
and  T.  42  N.,  R.  6  E.,  G&SRM,  Arizona, 
including  lands  hereinafter  described, 
will  be  officially  filed  in  the  Lamd  Office 
at  Phoenix,  Arizona,  effective  at  10:00 
a.  m.  on  the  35th  day  after  the  date  of 
this  notice: 

OiLA  AMD  Salt  River  MxRmuN,  Arizona 
T.  42  N..  R*  5  E., 

Sec.  31.  Lots  1.  2,  Sf]  4.  5.  6,  EV^SWV4. 

SEi4,(AU); 

Sec. 32. Lots  1.2.3,4.Si4.  (All). 

T.  42  N..  R.  6  E., 

Sec.  32.  Lots  1.  2.  3, 4.  S^ .  (All) ; 

Sec.  36,  Lots  1,  2.  3.  4,  S .  (All) . 

Within  the  above  described  areas  are 
471.27  acres  of  public  land. 

2.  Except  for  and  subject  to  valid 
existing  rights,  it  is  presumed  that  title 
to  the  following  lands  passed  to  the  State 
of  Arizona  upon  the  acceptance  of  the 
above-mentioned  plats  of  survey: 

OiLA  AND  Salt  River  Meridian,  Arizona 

T.  42  N.,  R.  5  E., 

Sec.  32.  Lots  3,  4,  SW14. 

T.  42  N.,  R.  6  E., 

Sec.  32.  Lots  1,  2,  3,  4,  S>4; 

Sec.  36.  Lots  1.  2, 3,  4.  Siy^ . 

The  areas  described  aggregate  1,196.05 
acres. 

3.  On  July  18,  1957,  the  Director  con¬ 
curred  in  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
withdrawal  of  March  14,  1957,  which 
withdrew  frcmi  public  entry  under  the 
first  form  reclamation  withdrawal,  act 
of  June  17,  1902,  Lots  1,  2,  and  the  SE^i 
Sec.  32,  T.  42  N.,  R.  6  E. 

4.  The  following  described  lands  are 
opened  to  application,  location,  selection 


and  petition  as  outlined  below.  No  ap¬ 
plication  for  these  lands  will  be  allowed 
under  the  Homestead,  Desert  Land. 
Small  Tract  or  any  other  nonmineral 
public  land  law,  unless  the  lands  have  al¬ 
ready  been  classified  upon  consideration 
of  an  application.  Any  application  that 
is  filed  vdll  be  considered  on  its  merits. 
The  lands  will  not  be  subject  to  occu-  ' 
pancy  or  disposition  unless  they  have 
been  classified: 

OiLA  AMD  Salt  River  Meridian,  Arizona 
1*  42  N  B  5  B 

Sec.  31.  Lots’ 1,  2,  3.  4,  5.  6,  EV^SWV4.  SE^ 
(AU). 

The  areas  described  aggregate  471.27 
acres. 

5.  Available  data  indicates  the  land  in 
Sec.  31,  T.  42  N.,  R.  5  E.,  is  rolling  with 
sandy  soil;  the  land  in  Sec.  32.  T.  42  N., 
R.  5  E.,  ranges  from  rolling  to  moun¬ 
tainous  and  the  soil  varies  from  sandy 
clay,  sandy  to  rocky;  the  land  in  Sec.  32, 
T.  42  N.,  R.  6  K,  is  rolling  with  rocky 
Clifts  along  the  Par^  River  Canyon,  and 
the  soil  is  sandy  with  some  rock;  the  land 
in  Sec.  36,  T.  42  N.,  R.  6  E.,  is  nearly  level 
with  sandy  soil. 

6.  Subject  to  any  existing  valid  rights 
and  the  requirements  of  applicable  law. 
the  lands  described  in  paragraph  4 
hereof,  are  hereby  opened  to  filing  of 
applications,  selections,  and  locations,  in 
accordance  with  the  following: 

a.  Applications  and  selections  imder 
the  nonminerar  public  lAnd  laws  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Manager  mentioned  below, 
beginning  on  the  date  of  this  order. 
Such  application,  selections,  and  offers 
will  be  considered  and  filed  on  the  hour 
and  respective  dates  shown  for  toe  vari¬ 
ous  classes  commensurated  in  toe  follow¬ 
ing  paragraphs: 

(1)  Applications  by  persons  having 
prior  existing  valid  settlement  rights, 
preference  rights  conferred  by  existing 
laws,  or  equitable  claims  subject  to  allow¬ 
ances  and  confirmations  will  be  adjudi¬ 
cated  on  the  facts  presented  In  suppo^ 
of  each  claim  or  right.  All  application 
presented  by  persons  other  than  those 
referred  to  in  this  paragraph  will  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  applications  and  claims  men¬ 
tioned  in  this  paragraph. 

(2)  All  valid  applications  under  toe 
Homestead,  Desert  Land  and  Small  Tract 
Laws  by  qualified  veterans  of  World  War 
II  or  of  toe  Itorean  Confiict.  and  others 
entitled  to  preference  rights  under  toe 
act  of  September  27,  1944  (58  Stat.  747; 
43  U.  S.  C.  279-284  as  amended),  pre¬ 
sented  prior  to  10:00  a.  m.  on  July  1, 
1958,  will  be  considered  as  simultaneously 
filed  at  that  hour.  Rights  under  such 
preference  fight  applications  filed  after 
that  hour  and  before  10:00  a.  m.  on  Sep¬ 
tember  30.  1958,  will  be  governed  by  toe 
time  of  filing. 

(3)  All  valid  applications  and  selec¬ 
tions  imder  the  nonmineral  public  land 
laws,  other  than  those  coming  under  par¬ 
agraphs  (1)  and  (2)  above,  presented 
prior  to  10:00  a.  m.  on  September  30. 
1958,  will  be  considered  as  simultaneously 
filed  at  that  hour.  Rights  imder  such 
applications  and  selections  filed  after 
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that  hour  will  be  governed  by  the  time 
of  filing. 

T,  Persons  claiming  veterans’  prefer¬ 
ence  rights  under  paragraph  6  (a)  (2), 
above  must  enclose  with  their  applica¬ 
tions  proper  evidence  of  military  or  naval 
service,  preferably  a  complete  photostatic 
copy  of  the  certificate  of  honorable  dis¬ 
charge.  Persons  claiming  preference 
rights  based  upon  valid  settlement,  statu¬ 
tory  preference,  or  equitable  claims  must 
enclose  properly  corroborated  statements 
in  support  of  their  applications,  setting 
forth  all  facts  relevant  to  their  claims. 
Detailed  rules  and  regulations  governing 
applications  which  may  be  filed  pursuant 
to  this  notice  can  be  found  in  Title  43  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

.  Thcms.  F.  Britt, 

Manager. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  58-4205;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 

8:46  a.  m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

Learner  Employment  Certificates 

ISSUANCE  TO  VARIOUS  INDUSTRIES 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  14  of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Act  of  1938  (52  Stat.  1060,  as  amended; 
29  U.  S.  C.  201  et  seq.) ,  the  regulations  on 
employment  of  learners  (29  CFR  Part 
522),  and  Administrative  Order  No.  485 
(23  F.  R.  200)  8,nd  Administrative  Order 
No.  507  (23  F.  R.  2720) .  the  firms  listed  in 
this  notice  have  been  issued  special  cer¬ 
tificates  authorizing  the  employment  of 
learners  at  hourly  wage  rates  lower  than 
the  minimum  wage  rates  otherwise  ap¬ 
plicable  under  section  6  of  the  act.  The 
effective  and  expiration  dates,  occupa¬ 
tions,  wage  rates,  number  or  proportion 
of  learners,  learning  periods,  and  the 
principal  product  manufactured  by  the 
employer  for  certificates  issued  under 
general  learner  regulations  (§§522.1  to 
522.11)  are  as  indicated  below.  Condi¬ 
tions  provided  in  certificates  issued  under 
special  industry  regulations  are  as  estab¬ 
lished  in  these  regulations. 

Apparel  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(29  cjpTl  522.1  to  522.11,  as  amended,  and 
29  (ZIFR  522.20  to  522.24,  as  amended). 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  authorizing  the  employment  of 
10  percent  of  the  total  number  of  fac¬ 
tory  production  workers  for  normal  labor 
turnover  purposes.  The  effective  and  ex¬ 
piration  dates  are  indicated. 

Columbia  Garment  Co.,  Third  and  Union 
Streets,  Columbia,  Pa.;  effective  5-21-58  to 
5-20-59  (ladies’  dresses  and  dusters). 

Harrisville  Garment  Corp.,  112  Cross  Street, 
Harrisville,  W.  Va.;  effective  5-23-58  to 
5-22-59  (ladies’  and  ■  children’s  cotton 
blouses) . 

Humberland  Dress  Co.,  31  North  Spruce 
Street,  Mount  Carmel,  Pa.;  effective  6-10-58 
to  6-9-59  (children’s  dresses). 

Joy  Togs,  Inc.,  950  Highland  Avenue, 
Greensburg,  Pa.;  effective  6-6-58  to  6-5-59 
(children’s  snowsuits). 

Kennebec  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  North¬ 
ern  Avenue,  Gardiner,  Maine;  effective 
6^^58  to  6-5-59  (boys’  pants). 

M  &  G  Sportswear,  Inc.,  Union  Mill  No.  2, 
FAll  River,  Mass.;  effective  5-22-58  to  5-21-59 
(children’s  sportswear  and  outerwear). 


Mode  O’Day  Corp.,  Plant  No.  2,  146  South 
West  Temple,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  effective 
6-3-58  to  6-2-59  (women’s  dresses). 

Phillips-Van  Heusen  Factory,  Patton,  Pa.; 
effective  6-2-58  to  6^1-59  (dress  shirts) . 

Pikeville  Sportswear  Co.,  Pikeville,  Tenn.; 
effective  5-21-58  to  5-20-59  (men’s  and  boys’ 
sport  shirts). 

Henry  I.  Siegel  Co.,  Inc.,  Fulton,  Ky.;  effec¬ 
tive  5-27-58  to  5-26-59  (men’s  and  boy’s 
pants). 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  for  normal  labor  turnover  pur¬ 
poses.  The  effective  and  expiration 
dates  and  the  number  of  learners  au¬ 
thorized  are  indicated. 

Blue  Bell,  Inc.,  Homer,  Ga.;  effective 
5-31-58  to  5-30-59;  10  learners  (sport 

Jackets) . 

C  &  D  SiJortswear  Corp.,  Adel,  Ga.;  effective 
5-27-58  to  5-26-59;  10  learners  (sport  shirts). 

New  Era  Shirt  Co.,  Arcadia,  Mo.;  effective 
5-22-58  to  5-21-59;  10  learners  (ladies’  and 
girls’  blouses). 

New  Era  Shirt  Co.,  Piedmont,  Mo.;  effective 
5-21-58  to  5-20-59;  10  learners  (ladies’  and 
girls’  blouses). 

Normandy  Dress  Co.,  700  South  Madison, 
Bay  City,  Mich.;  effective  5-22-58  to  5-21-59; 
10  learners  (ladies’  cotton  ho\ise  dresses). 

Stanro  Dress  Co.,  Inc.,  810  George  Street, 
’Throop,  Pa.;  •  effective  5-22-58  to  5-21-59; 
five  learners  (ladies’  and  children’s  dresses). 

York  Springs  Dress  Co.,  York  Springs,  Pa.; 
effective  5-23-58  to  5-22-59;  three  learners 
(ladies’  cotton  house  dresses). 

Youngwood  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  309 
North  Fourth  St.,  Youngwood,  Pa.;  effective 
5-28-58  to  5-27-59;  10  learners  (children’s 
snowsuits;  children’s  spring  Jackets). 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  for  plant  expansion  purposes.  The 
effective  and  expiration  dates  and  the 
number  of  learners  authorized  are  indi¬ 
cated. 

C  &  D  Sportswear  Corp.,  A^el,  Ga.;  effective 
5-27-58  to  11-26-58;  15  learners  (sport 

shirts). 

Pikeville  Sportswear  Co.,  Pikeville,  Tenn.; 
effective  5-27-58  to  11-26-58;  10  learners 
(men’s  and  boys’  sport  shirts) . 

Sampson  Sewing  Co.,  Inc,.  Clinton,  N.*  C.; 
effective  5-22-58  to  11-21-58;  35  learners 
(women’s  and  children’s  sportswear) . 

Selro  Manufacturing  Co.,  Denton,  Md.;  ef¬ 
fective  5-22-58  to  11-21-58;  five  learners 
(ladies’  sportswear). 

Jack  Winter  Manufacturing  Corp.,  Mari¬ 
anna,  Ark.;  effective  5-21-58  to  11-20-58;  50 
learners  (men’s  slacks). 

Glove  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(29  CFR  522.1  to  522.11,  as  amended,  and 
29  CFR  522.60  to  522.65,  as  amended). 

The  Boss  Manufacturing  Co.,  Oneida, 
Tenn.;  effective  5-23-58  to  5-22-59;  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  number  of  machine  stitchers 
for  normal  labor  turnover  purposes  (work 
gloves). 

Dinberg  Glove  Corp.,  215  Gilbert  Street, 
Ogdensburg,  N.  Y.;  effective  5-23-58  to 
5-22-59;  five  learners  for  normal  labor  turn¬ 
over  purposes  (lined  leather  gloves). 

Wells  Lamont  Corp.;  Philadelphia,  Miss.; 
effective  5-22-58  to  5-21-59;  10  percent  of 
the  total  number  of  machine  stitchers  for 
normal  labor  turnover  purposes  (work 
gloves) . 

Hosiery  Industry  Learner  Regulations 
(29  CFR  522.1  to  522.11,  as  amended,  and 
29  CFR  522.40  to  522.43,  as  amended). 

C.  W.  Anderson  Hosiery  Co.,  East  Carolina 
Avenue,  Clinton,  S.  C.;  effective  5-22-58  to 
5-21-59;  five  learners  for  normal  labor  turn¬ 
over  purposes  (full-fashioned,  seamless). 


Dapper  Hosiery  Mills,  Inc.,  110  Henry  Street 
Clinton,  S.  C.;  effective  5-21-58  to 
five  learners  for  normal  labor  turnover  puti 
poses  (full-fashioned) . 

Selma  Hosiery  Co.,  Dillon,  S.  C.;  effective 

5- 22-58  to  5-21-59;  5  percent  of  the  total 
number  of  factory  production  worker*  for 
normal  labor  turnover  purposes  (seamleaa) 

Selma  Hosiery  Co.,  Dillon,  S.  C.;  effectlT*  • 

6- 2-58  to  12-1-58;  50  learners  for  plant  ex. 

pansion  purposes  (seamless).  '  - 

Knitted  Wear  Industry  Learner  Regq. 
lations  (29  CFR  522.1  to  522.11,  as 
amended,  and  29  CFR  522.30  to  522.35,  as 
amended) . 

Masterfit  Manufacturing  Corp.,  Prescott 
Ark.;  effective  5-23-58  to  11-22-58;  15  learn, 
ers  for  plant  expansion  purposes  (men’s 
shorts;  boys’  shorts,  pajamas). 

Regulations  Applicable  to  the  Em¬ 
ployment  of  Learners  (29  CFR  522.1  to 
522.11.  as  amended). 

R.  K.  Barter  Canneries,  Inc.,  Stoningtoa, 
Maine;  effective  5-26-58  to  11-25-58;  10  per- 
cent  of  the  total  number  of  factory  produo. 
tlon  workers  for  normal  labor  turnover  pur. 
poses  in  the  occupation  of  sardine  packers, 
for  a  learning  period  of  160  hours  at  rates 
of  at  least  85  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  80 
hours,  and  not  less  than  90  cents  an  hour 
for  the  remaining  80  hours  (sardine  packing). 

The  following  learner  certificates  were 
issued  in  Puerto  Rico  to  the  companies 
hereinafter  named.  The  effective  and 
expiration  dates,  learner  rates,  occupa¬ 
tions,  learning  periods,  and  the  number 
or  proportion  of  learners  authorized  to 
be  employed,  are  as  Indicated. 

Alfra  Bra,  Inc.,  Minillas  Development, 
Bayamon,  P.  R.;  effective  5-15-58  to  7-8-58; 
authorizing  the  employment  of  25  learners 
for  plant  expansion  purposes  in  the  occup*. 
tion  of  sewing  machine  operators,  for  a  learn- 
Ing  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  hf  60 
cents  an  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and  70 
cents  an  hour  for  the  remaining  160  hours 
(replacement  certificate)  (brassieres)/. 

Atlas  Products  Corp.,  P.  O.  Box  141,  Toe 
Alta,  P.  R.;  effective  5-12-58  to  11-11-68;  au¬ 
thorizing  the  employment  of  20  learners  for 
plant  expansion  purposes  in  the  occupation 
of  machine  sewing  on  leather  gloves,  for  a 
learning  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  at 
55  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  240  hours  and 
64  cents  an  hour  for  the  remaining  240  hours 
(leather  work  gloves). 

Beatrice  Needle  Craft,  Inc.,  18  San  Vicente 
St.,  P.  O.  Box  88,  Mayaguez,  P.  R.;  effective 
5-15-58  to  3-31-59;  authorizing  the  employ- 
ment  of  12  learners  for  normal  labor  turn¬ 
over  purposes  in  the  occupation  of  sewing 
machine  operators,  for  a  learning  period  of 
480  hours  at  the  rates  of  60  cents  an  hour 
for  the  first  320  hours  and  70  cents  an  hour 
for  the  remaining  160  hours  (replacement 
certificate)  (brassieres). 

Beatrice  Needle  Craft,  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box  88, 
Mayaguez,  P.  R.;  effective  5-15-58  to  9-30-68; 
authorizing  the  employment  of  20  learners 
for  normal  labor  turnover  purposes  in  the 
occupation  of  sewing  machine  operators,  f(» 
a  learning  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  at 
60  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and 
70  cents  for  the  remaining  160  hours 
(replacement  certificate)  (brassieres) . 

Beatrice  Needle  Craft,  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box 
391,  Ponce,  P.  R.;  effective  5-16-58  to  11-4-58; 
authorizing  the  employment  of  25  learners 
for  normal  labor  turnover  purposes  In  the 
occupation  of  sewing  machine  operators,  ior 
a  learning  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of 
60  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and 
70  cents  an  hour  for  the  remaining  160  houM 
(replacement  certificate)  (brassieres). 

The  Carlb  Co.,  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box  277,  Albonlto, 
P.  R.;  effective  5-13-58  to  6-12-59;  authori*- 
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tiie  employment  of  16  learners  for  normal 
r  ^  turnover  purposes  in  the  occupation 
E  ol  sewing  machine  operators,  for  a  learning 
rerlod  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of  60  cents 
^hour  for  the  first  340  hours  and  58  cents 
:  un  hour  for  the  remaining  240  hours 

?  (wwnen’s  underwear) . 

;  '  Catherine  Needle  Craft,  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box  88, 

lifaysguez,  P.  B.f  effective  5~*15 — 58  to  10"~28— 58^ 
f  authorizing  the  employment  of  25  learners 
'  for  plant  expansion  purposes  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  sewing  machine  operators,  for  a  learn- 
t  ing  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of  60  cents 
m  horn:  for  the  first  320  hours  and  70  cents 
an  homr  for  the  remaining  160  hours 

(replacement  certificate)  (brassieres) . 

'  '  Juana  Diaz  Co.,  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box  363,  Juana 

I  IMaz,  P.  B-;  effective  5-15-58  to  5-14-59;  au- 
the  emplosrment  of  10  learners  for 
normal  labor  turnover  purposes  in  the  occu- 
>  pstion  of  sewing  machine  operators,  for  a 
{^^ming  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of 
f  60  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and 
70  cents  an  hour  for  the  remaining  160  hours 
(brassieres) . 

1  B  Dorado  Import  &  Export,  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box 
695f  Caguas,  P.  R.;  effective  5-15-58  to  5- 
14-69;  authorizing  the  employment  of  10 
^  learners  for  normal  labor  turnover  purposes 
in  the  occupations  of  millinery  assembling, 
••wing  machine  operators,  and  finishing  op¬ 
erations  Involvihg  hand  sewing,  for  a  learn¬ 
ing  period  of  480  hours  each,  at  the  rates 
oi  54  cents  an  hoxu:  for  the  first  240  hours 
end  63  cents  an  hovu*  for  the  remaining  240 
■  hours  (women’s  millinery) . 

Island  Industries,  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box  488, 
Catano,  P.  R.;  effective  5-15-58  to  4-17-59; 
sutborizing  the  employment  of  20  learners 
fee  normal  labor  turnover  purposes  in  the 
occupations  of  looping,  and  sewing,  for  a 
Ifmlng  period  of  480  hours  each  at  the 
rates  of  60  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  320 
hours  and  70  cents  an  hour  for  the  remain¬ 
ing  160  hours  (replacitent  -certificate) 
(seamless,  full-fashioned  girdles) . 

I  llakress,  Inc.,  908  Mirafiores  Street,  P.  O. 
Bo*  3055,  San  Juan,  P.  R.;  effective  5-15-58 
to  10-17-58;  authorizing  the  employment  of 
34  learners  for  plant  expansion  purposes  in 
the  occupations  of  sewing  machine  opera¬ 
tors  (single  needle;  double  needle;  zig-zag; 
fsgottlng  and  feather  stitch) ,  for  a  learning 
period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of  60  cents 
an  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and  70  cents 
an  hour  for  the  remaining  160  hours  (re¬ 
placement  certificate)  (girdles,'  corsets  and 
allied  products).  \ 

Newport  Brassieres  Co.,  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box 
10,008,  Caparra  Heights,  P.  R.;  effective  5-15- 
,  58  to  7-6-58;  authorizing  the  employment  of 

125  learners  for  plant  expansion  purposes  in 
the  occupations  of  (1)  sewing  machine  op¬ 
erators,  for  a  learning  period  of  480  hours  at 
the  rates  of  60  cents  an  hour  for  the  first  320 
[  hours  and  70  cents  an  hour  for  the  remain¬ 
ing  160  hours;  (2)  final  Inspection  of  fully 
assembled  garment,  for  a  learning  period  of 
160  hotirs  at  the  rate  of'  60  cents  an  Jiour 
(replacement  certificate)  (brassieres  and  ac¬ 
cessories)  . 

Paradise  Manufacturing  Inc.,  P.  O.  Box  408, 

,  Gurabb,  P.  R.;  effective  5-12-58  to  11-11-58; 
t '  authorizing  the  employment  of  50  learners 
for  plant  expansion  purposes  in  the  occupa¬ 
tion  of  sewing  machine  operators,  for  a  learn¬ 
ing  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates  of  60 
cents  an  hour  for  the  first  320  hours  and  70 
cents  an  hour  for  the  remaining  160  hours 
(brassieres) . 

Rico  Glove  Corp.,  P,  O.  Box  1097,  Cayey, 
P.  R.;  effective  6-6-58  to  5-5-59;  authorizing 
the  employment  of  18  learners  for  normal 
I  labor  turnover  purposes  in  the  occupation 
of  machine  sewing,  for  a  learning  period  of 
!  480  hours  at  the  rates  of  65  cents  an  hour  for 

the  first  240  hours  and  64  cents  an  hour  for 
the  remaining  240  hours  (fabric  gloves) . 

Youthful  Corp.,  161  Ponce  de  lieon  Avenue, 
Hato  Rey,  P.  R.;  effective  5-15-58  to  5-14-59; 
aufiiorizing  the  employment  of  5  learners  for 


normal  labor  turnover  purposes  in  the  oc¬ 
cupation  of  sewing  machine  operators,  for 
a  learning  period  of  480  hours  at  the  rates 
of  60  cents  an  haui  for  the  first  320  hours 
and  70  cents  an  hoxir  fpr  the  remaining  160 
hours  (girdles  and  panty  girdles). 

Each  learner  certificate  has  been 
issued  upon  the  representations  of  the 
employer  which,  among  other  things, 
were  that  employment  of  learners  at  sub¬ 
minimum  rates  is  necessary  in  order  to 
prevent  curtailment  of  opportunities  for 
employment,  and  that  experienced  work¬ 
ers  for  the  learner  occupations  are  not 
available.  The  certificates  may  be  an¬ 
nulled  or  withdrawn,  as  indicated 
therein,  in  the  manner  provided  in  Part 
528  of  Title  29  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  Any  person  aggrieved  by 
the  issuance  of  any  of  these  certificates 
may  seek  a  review  or  reconsideration 
thereof  within  fifteen  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
29  CFR  522.9. 

Signed  af  Washington,  D.  C.  this  28th 
day  of  May  1958. 

Milton  Brooke, 
Authorized  Representative 
of  the  Administrator. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4215;  Filed,  Jvme  4,  1958; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-13] 

Babcock  &  Wilcox  Co. 
notice  of  issuance  of  utilization 

FACILirV  LICENSE  AMENDMENT 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  issued  the 
amendment  (No.  2)  set  forth  below  to 
License  CX-1  authorizing  The  Babcock 
&  Wilcox  Company  to  conduct  an  addi¬ 
tional  series  of  experiments  for  the  Con¬ 
solidated  Edison  Reactor  in  the  Com¬ 
pany’s  Critical  Experiment  Laboratory 
near  Lynchburg,  Virginia.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  found  that  prior  public  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  issuance  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  not  necessary  in  the  public 
interest  since  the  operation  of  the  facil¬ 
ity  for  the  proposed  series  of  critical  ex¬ 
periments  does  not  present  any  substan¬ 
tial  changes  in  the  hazards  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public  from  those  pre¬ 
sented  by  the  operation  of  the  previous 
experiments  approved  in  the  original 
license. 

The  principal  change  in  the  experi¬ 
ments  from  the  series  authorized  in 
Amendment  No.  1  is  the  use  of  boric  acid 
in  the  moderator.  With  the  exception 
of  modifying  the  moderator  circulation 
system’  to  accommodate  the  use  of  dis¬ 
solved  boric  acid,  no  modifications  will 
be  made  to  the  facility  as  it  is  now  con¬ 
structed.  The  instrumentation,  safety 
devices  and  auxiliary  equipment  which 
will  be  used  in  the  proposed  experiments 
are  the  same  as  those  used  in  the  pre¬ 
viously  authorized  experiments  and  will 
provide  adequate  protection.  The  use  of 
boric  acid  in  the  moderator  will  not  result 
in  a  significant  change  in  the  hazards 
previously  presented  by  operation  of  this 
critical  experiments  facility. 


In  accordance  with  the  Oommissim’s 
rules  of  practice  (10  CFR  Part  2),  the 
CcHnmission  will  direct  the  holding  of  a 
formal  hearing  on  the  matter  of  the  is¬ 
suance  of  the  license  amendment  upon 
receipt  of  a  request  therefor  from  the 
licensee  or  an  Intervener  within  30  days 
after  the  filing  of  this  notice  with  the 
Federal  Register  Divtsiim.  For  further 
details  see  (1)  the  application  submitted 
by  The  Babcock  &  Wilcox  Company,  and 
amendments  thereto,  and  (2,)  a  hazards 
analysis  of  the '  proposed  experiments 
prepared  by  the  Division  of  Licensing  and 
Regulation,  both  on  file  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW.,  Washingtmi,  D.  C.  A  copy 
of  item  (2)  above  may  be  obtained  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room  or 
upon  request  addressed  to  the  Atomic 
Energy-  Commission.  Washington  25, 
D.  C.,  Attention:  Director,  Division  of 
Licensing  and  Regulation. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  28th 
day  of  May  1958. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

H.  L.  Price, 
Director,  Division  of 
Licensing  and  Regulation. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4197;  FUed,  June  4,  1958; 
8:45  «.  m.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  11645  etc.;  FCC  68-616] 
American  ’Telephone  and  Telegraph  Co. 

ET  AL. 

ORDER  SCHEDXTLING  ORAL  ARGUMENT 

In  the  matter  of  American  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company,  Docket  No. 
11645;  charges,  classifications,  regula¬ 
tions  and  practices  for  and  in  connection 
with  private  line  services  and  channels. 
The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company, 
Docket  No.  11646;  charges,  classifications, 
regulations  and  practices  for  and  in  con¬ 
nection  with  Domestic  Leased  Facility 
Service.  American  Telephone  and  Tele¬ 
graph  Company,  et  al..  Docket  No.  12194; 
charges,  classifications,  regulations  and 
practices  for  and  in  connection  with 
Channels  for  Data  Transmission. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Commimi- 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  ofSces  in 
Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  28th  day  of 
May  1958;  ' 

The  Commission  having  imder  consid¬ 
eration  the  record  to  date  in  the  above 
entitled  proceeding,  together  with  a  Pe¬ 
tition  for  Immediate  Rate  Reduction, 
filed  February  7,  1958,  by  General  Serv¬ 
ices  Administration  (G.  S.  A.),  request¬ 
ing  that  the  Commission  take  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  effectuate  an  immediate 
reduction  in  the  charges  of  American 
Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company  (A. 
T.  T.)  for  private  line  services  fi¬ 
nished  by  means  of  channels  of  telephone 
grade;  an  opposition  to  CL  S.  A.’sllteti- 
tion  filed  by  A.  T.  &  T.  on  February  24, 
1958 ;  a  reply*  to  the  opposition  filed  by 
G.  S.  A.  on  Inarch  3,  1958;  a  Petition  for 
Expeditious  Handlixig  filed  by  Gy  S.  A.  on 
May  1,  1958;  and  an  opposition  to  such 
petition  filed  by  A.  T.  &  T.  on  May  13, 
1958; 


3944 


NOTICES 


It  is  ordered.  That  oral  argument  on 
the  matters  raised  by  the  above-men* 
tinned  pleadings  herein  before  the  Com¬ 
mission  en  banc  is  scheduled  for  Jime  12, 
1958,  commencing  at  10:00  a.  m.;  that 
counsel  for  General  Services  Administra¬ 
tion  and  counsel  for  the  respondent  Bell 
System  companies  are  allow^  30  minutes 
each  for  argument;  and  that  counsel  for 
The  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company, 
United  Press  Associations  and  Aeronau¬ 
tical  Radio,  Inc.,  are  allowed  15  minutes 
each  for  argument:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  last  three  named  parties  shall 
each  file,  on  or  before  June  5,  1958,  a 
notice  of  intention  to  appear  and  partici¬ 
pate  in  such  oral  argument  which  notice 
shall  specify  with  particularity  the  points 
upon  which  the  party  filing  the  notice 
intends  to  present  argument. 

Released :  June  2. 1958. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doer  58-4242;  FUed,  June  4,  1958; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12210  etc.,  FCC  58M-552] 
Kenneth  G.  and  Misha  S.  Prather 

ORDER  CONTINUING  HEARING  CONFEIIENCE 

In  re  application  of  Kenneth  G. 
Prather  and  Misha  S.  Prather,  Boulder, 
Colorado;  Docket  No.  12210,  Pile  No. 
BP-11289;  for  construction  permit. 

Upon  the  oral  request  of  counsel  for 
the  above-named  applicant,  and  with  the 
agreement  of  the  other  parties  involved: 
It  is  ordered.  This  29th  day  of  May  1958, 
that  the  further  prehearing  conference 
in  the  above-entitled  matter  presently 
scheduled  to  be  held  on  June  2,  1958,  is 
hereby  rescheduled  to  commence  at 
10:00  a.  m.,  July  8,  1958,  in  the  offices  of 
the  Commission  in  Washington,  D.  C. 

Released:  June  2,  1958. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

|F.  R.  Doc.  58-4243;  Piled,  June  4,  1958; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12310  etc.;  FCC  58M-5541 

Entertainment  Service,  Inc.  et  al. 

order  continuing  hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Entertainment 
Service,  Inc.,  Solvay,  New  York;  Docket 
No.  12310,  Pile  No.  BP-10988;  Joseph  A. 
Marturano  and  Philip  S.  Marturano 
d/b  as  Rome  Community  Broadcasting 
Company.  Rome,  New  York;  Docket  No. 
12311,  Pile  No.  BP-11262;  James  A. 
McKechnie,  North  Ssrracuse,  New  York; 
Docket  No.  12312,  Pile  No.  BP-11329; 
for  construction  permits. 

The  Hearii^  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  motion  filed  on  May  28, 
1958,  by  counsel  for  James  A.  McKech¬ 
nie,  one  of  the  parties  in  the  above-styled 


proceeding,  requesting  that  the  schedule 
previously  fixed  be  extended;  and' 

It  appearing  that  the  counsel  for  the 
other  parties,  including  the  Broadcast 
Bureau,  have  informally  agreed  to  the 
r^uested  changes,  and  good  cause  has 
also  been  shown  for  the  grant  of  the 
motion ; 

It  is  ordered.  This  29th  day  of  May 
1958,  that  the  motion  be  and  the  same 
is  hereby  granted;  and  the  schedule  is 
extended  as  follows:  Exchange  of  direct 
affirmative  cases,  on  June  10,  1958; 
further  prehearing  conference  on  June 
17,  1958;  and  commencement  of  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing  on  July  14,  1958. 

Released;  Jime  2,  1958. 

Federal  Communications 
'  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-4244;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 

8:55  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12360;  FCC  58-503] 

Revised  Tentative  Allocation  Plan  fOE 
Class  B  FM  Broadcast  Stations 

WASHINGTON,  D.  C.,  AND  WOODBRIDGE,  VA. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices 
in  Washington,  D.  C.,  on  the  28th  day 
of  May  1958; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  proposal  to  amend  the  Re¬ 
vised  Tentative  Allocation  Plan  for  Class 
B  FM  Broadcast  Stations,  and 
It  appearing  that  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  (FCC  58-280)  setting  forth 
the  above  proposal  was  issued  by  the 
Commission  on  March  28,  1958,  and  was 
duly  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
(23  P.  R.  2146),  which  notice  provided 
that  interested  parties  might  file  state¬ 
ments  or  briefs  with  respect  to  the  said 
proposal  on  or  before  April  25,  1958;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  the  only 
comment  submitted  was  filed  by  the  S  & 
W  Enterprises,  Inc.,  the  applicant  for  a 
new  Class  B  FM  broadcast  station  in 
Woodbridge,  Virginia,  for  operation  on 
Channel  290,  favoring  adoption  of  the 
proposed  amendment;  and 
It  further,  appearing  that  adoption  of 
the  proposed  amendment  will  make 
Channel  290  available  for  the  proposed 
station  of  S  &  W  Enterprises,  Inc.;  and 
It  further  appearing  that  authority  for 
the  adoption  of  the  proposed  amendment 
is  contained  in  sections  4  (i),'301,  303 
(c),  (d),  (f),  and  (r),  and  307  (b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended; 

It  is  ordered.  That  effective  May  28, 
1958,  the  Revised  Tentative  Allocation 
Plan  for  Class  B  FM  Broadcast  Stations 
is  amended  as  follows  in  respect  to  the 
cities  of  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  Wood- 
bridge,  Virginia: 


General  area 

1  Channels 

Delete 

Add 

Washington,  D.  C. ........ _ I 

1  290 

290 

Released:  June  2,  1958. 

Federal  CoidiiuNiCATiONt 
'  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary, 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4245;  Filed,  June  4  1958% 
8:55  a.m.]  • 


[Docket  No.  12398;  FCC  58-504] 

Revised  Tentative  Allocation  Plan  rot 
Class  B  FM  Broadcast  Stations 

WEST  BEND  AND  MILWAUKEE,' WIS. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington.  D.  C.,  on  the  28th  day  of 
May  1958; 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  a  proposal  to  amend  the  Re¬ 
vised  Tentative  Allocation  Plan  for  Claa 
B  FM  Broadcast  Stations,  and 

It  appearing  that  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  (FCC  58-364)  setting  forth 
the  above  proposal  was  issued  by  the 
Commission  on  April  21,  1958,  and  was 
duly  published  in  the  Federal  Registb 
(23  F.  R.  2761),  which  notice  provided 
that  interested  parties  might  file  state¬ 
ments  or  briefs  with  respect  to  the  said 
proposal  on  or  before  May  16,  1958;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  no  com¬ 
ments  were  filed,  either  favoring  or  op¬ 
posing  the  proposed  amendment;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  adoption  of 
the  proposed  amendment  will  make 
Channel  223  available  for  assignment  in 
West  Bend.  Wisconsin,  for  which  an  ap¬ 
plication,  File  No.  BPH-2392,  has  been 
filed  by  the  West  Bend  Broadcasting 
Company;  and 

It  further  appearing  that  authority  for 
the  adoption  of  the  proposed  amendment 
is  contained  in  sections  4  (i),  301,  303 
(c) ,  (d) ,  (f ) ,  and  (r) ,  and  307,  (b)  of  t^ 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended; 

It  is  ordered.  That  effective  May  28, 
1958,  the  Revised  Tentative  Allocation 
Plan  for  Class  B  FM  Broadcast  Stations 
is  amended  as  follows  in  respect  to  the 
cities  of  West  Bend  and  Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin: 


General  area 

Channels 

Delete 

Add 

West  Bond,  Wis... _ ..... _ 

m 

223 

Released;  June  2,  1958. 

Federal  Communicattons 
Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

V  Secretary. 

(F.  R.  Doc.  58-4246;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 
8:55  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  12422  etc.;  FCC  58M-683] 
Pompano  Beach  Broadcasting  Corf,  it  al. 

ORDER  RESCHEDULING  HEARING 

In  re  applications  of  Pompano  Beach 
Broadcasting  Corporation,  Pompano 


I 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 
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fhursdayt  June  5,  1958 


Tteftch,  Florida;  Docket  No.  12422,  Pile 
Sr^BP-11297;  Voice  of  South  Miami 
S^deasters,  Inc.,  South  Miami,  Plor- 
^  Docket  No.  12423.  Pile  No.  BP- 
luio-  Louis  G.  Jacobs,  Miami-South- 
w<ami  Florida;  Docket  No.  12424,  Pile 
JJoBP-11489;  South  Miami  Broadcast- 
!ne  Incorporated.  South  Miami,  Plorida; 
DwJket  No.  12425.  Pile  No.  BP-11751;  for 
construction  permits. 

It  is  ordered.  This  29th  day  of  May 
1958  that  the  prehearing  conference  in 
the  ’  above-entitled  matter  presently 
scheduled  to  take  place  at  10  :00  a.  m., 
June  5  1958,  is  hereby  rescheduled  to 
commence  at  9:00  a.  m.,  June  5,  1958,  in 
the  offices  of  the  Commission  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C. 

.  Released:  June  2,  1958. 

^  Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  Jane  Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF.  R.  Doc.  58-4247;  Piled,  June  4,  1968; 
‘  ’  8:56  a.  m.] 


federal  power  commission 

[Docket  No.  0-13268] 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp.  and 
Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 

notice  op  application  and  date  op 

HEARING 

May  29,  1958. 

Take  notice  that  on  September  16, 
1957,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Cor¬ 
poration  (Texas  Eastern)  and  Texas  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas  Gas) 
ffied  a  Joint  application  and  on  Novem¬ 
ber  26,  1957,  a  supplement  thereto  in 
Docket  No.  (3-13268,  pursuant  to  section 
7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a*  cer¬ 
tificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  authorizing  the  exchange  of  natural 
gas  through  existing  and  a  proposed  new 
interconnection  between  the  facilities  of 
the  natural  gas  companies  at  the  points 
hereinafter  described  and  as  more  fully 
described  in  the  application  and  the  sup¬ 
plement,  above  mentioned. 

Installed  Interconnections  and  pro¬ 
posed  interccmnection: 

(1)  At  a  point  near  Seymour  in  Jack- 
son  county,  Indiana  where  facilities  of 
the  Indiana  Gas  and  Water  Company 
Horseshoe  system  connect  with  Texas 
Eastern’s  24-inch  line,  and  at  a  point 
near  Mitchell,  Orange  County,  Indiana, 
where  Texas  Gas  and  Texas  Elastern’s 
main  lines  connect. 

(2)  At  a  point  near  Lebanon  in  War¬ 
ren  County,  Ohio,  where  Texas  Eastern’s 
24-inch  and  26-inch  lines  connect  with 
facilities  of  Texas  Gas. 


both  Applicants  receive  gas  deliveries  and 
their  facilities  are  connected. 

(6)  Interconnection  through  the  facil¬ 
ities  of  the  Ohio  Fuel  Gas  Comany  at 
the  delivery  points  where  both  Applic|mts 
connect  with  the  facilities  of  the  said 
Ohio  Fuel  Gas  Company. 

(7)  A  proposed  new  connection  be¬ 
tween  Texas  Eastern’s  30-inch  line  with 
Texas  Gas’  26-inch  line  west  <  of  the 
Opelousas  compressor  station  of  Texas 
Eastern  in  Evangeline  Parish,  Louisiana. 

Applicants  request  that  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  given  by  order  of  March  14,  1950,  as 
amended  by  order  of  February  25.  1953, 
in  Docket  No.  0-1316,  be  cancelled  be¬ 
cause  the  regular  daily  exchange  author¬ 
ized  therein  at  the  Horseshoe  System  of 
Indiana  Gas  and  Water  Company  was 
terminated  after  the  construction  of 
other  facilities  by  Texas  Gas  under  a 
certificate  issued  at  Docket  No.  0-6854. 
Applicants  desire  to  maintain  such  inter¬ 
connections  for  possible  use  in  the  event 
of  emergencies  or  other  occasional  use. 

The  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subjeOt 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
17  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act.  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  .  held,  on 
June  30,  1958  at  9:30  a.  m..  e.  d.  s.  t..  in 
a  hearing  room  of  the  F^eral  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  application:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  130  (c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission's 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  un¬ 
necessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  Or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington,  25.  D.  C.,  in  accordanoe 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  June  20. 
1958.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear  at 
and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall  be 
construed  as  waiver  of  and  concurrence 
in  omission  herein  of  the  intermediate 
decision  procedure  in  cases  where  7  re¬ 
quest  therefor  is  made. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-4218;  PUed,  June  4,  1958; 

8:49  a.  m.] 


Docket  No.  G-14569;  Southwest  Gas 
Producing  Company,  Inc.,  et  al..  Docket 
No.  G-14835. 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Gas),  The  British-Amerlcan  Oil 
Producing  Company  (Operator)  (Brit- 
ish-American) ,  Soldo  Petroleum  Com¬ 
pany  (Sohio)  and  Southwest  Gas  Pro¬ 
ducing  Company,  Inc.,  et  al.  (Southwest) , 
filed  applications  for  certificates  of  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity,  pursuant 
to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
of  natural  gas  facilities  for'receivlng  nat¬ 
ural  gas  and  for  the  sale  of  natural  gas 
in  interstate  commerce  as  hereifiafter 
described,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission,  all  as  more  fully  repre¬ 
sented  in  the  respective  applications. 

Texas  Gas  filed  its  application  in 
Docket  No.  0-14494  on  February  14, 1958, 
for  authority -to  construct  and  operate 
approximately  1.74  miles  of  6"  O.  D. 
lateral  supply  line  with  appurtenances 
to  extend  to  a  point  of  connection  on 
its  existing  20"  Thibodaux  pipeline  in 
Assumption  Parish,  Louisiana,  to  a  meter 
station  to  be  installed  and  operated  by 
Texas  Gas  in  the  Ramos  Reid,  in  As¬ 
sumption  and  St.  Mary’s  Parishes.  Louisi¬ 
ana  in  order  to  purchase  and  receive 
natural  gas  produced  in  said  field  by 
Britlsh-American,  Sohio  and  Southwest. 
The  estimated  initial  cost  of  the  proposed 
facilities  is  $61,170. 

On  February  19,  195^,  British-Ameri- 
can,  in  Docket  No.  (3-14515,  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  24.  1958,  Sohio  in  Docket  No. 
C3-14569,  and  on  April  4, 1958,  Southwest 
in  Docket  No.  G-14835.  filed  certificate 
applications  seeking  authority  to  sell 
natural  g£^  in  -interstate  commerce  to 
Texas  Gas  for  resale  from  production 
in  the  Ramos  Field  in  Assumption  and 
St.  Mary’s  Parishes.  Louisiana,  as  d^ 
scribed  above,  pursuant  to  a  20-year  gas 
sales  contract  dated  November  22,  1957, 
executed  by  and  between*  Texas  Gas. 
British-American,  Sohio  and  Southwest. 

Concurrently  with  their  respective  cer¬ 
tificate  applications,  British-American, 
Sohio  and  Southwest,  each  filed  a  C(H>y 
of  the  aforementioned  contract  dated 
November  22,  1957,  as  an  initial  rate 
schedule  to  cover  the  proposed  sales. 
The  contract  provides  for  an  initial  rate 
of  20  cents  per  Mcf  at  15.025  psia,  includ¬ 
ing  the  1  cent  Louisiana  gathering  tax. 

The  foregoing  applications  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection.  This  order  shall  constitute 
notice  of  the  filing  of  the  applications. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  and  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission  by  sections  7  and  1^5  of  the  Nat- 


(3)  At  a  point  near  Lisbon  in  Bienville 
Parish,  Louisiana  where  Texas  Eastern’s 
20-inch  line  connects  with  Texas  Gas’ 
26-inch  line. 

(4)  At  the  tailgate  of  Champlin  Oil 
and  Refining  Company’s  gasoline  plant 
in  C^arthage  Field,  Texas,  where  both  of 
the  Applicants  receive  deliveries  and  are 
connected. 

(5)  At  the  tailgate  of  Southwest  Pro¬ 
ducing  Company’s  gasoline  plant  at 
Dubach,  Lincoln  Parish,  Louisiana,  where 


[Docket  No.  G-14494  etc.] 

Texas  Gas  Transmission  Corp.  et  al. 
order  fixing  date  of  hearing 

May  29. 1958. 

In  the  matters  of  Texas  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation,  Docket  No.  G- 
14494;  The  British-American  Oil  Pro¬ 
ducing  Company  (Operator) ,  Docket  No. 
0-14515;  Sohio  Petroleum  Company, 


ural  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  a  hearing  will 
be  held  on  September  15,  1958,  at  10:00 
a.  m..  e.  d.  s.  t..  ip  a  Hearing  Room  of 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G 
Street  NW.,»Washington,  D.  C.,  concern¬ 
ing  the  matters  involved  in  and  the  issues 
presented  by  such  applications. 

(B)  Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene 
may  be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  practice 


.Ho.  110 - 6 


NOTICES 


The  foregoing  applications  are  on  file  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company,  a  prin* 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public  cipal  supplier  of  gas  to  Mississippi,  which 
inspection.  This  order  shall  constitute  are  currently  being  collected  subject  to 
notice  of  the  filing  of  the  applications.  refund  in  Docket  Nos.  Gr-9547,  G-10592 

The  Commission  orders:  and  0^12801;  and  (3)  other  claimed 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  con-  increased  costs  said  to  have  been  ex- 

tained  in  and  subject  td  the  jurisdiction  perienced  since  1952  in  wages,  salaries 
conferred  upon  the  Federal  Power  Com-  and  taxes.  ' 

mission  by  sections  ?  and  15  of  the  Natu-  Mississippi  proposes  to  increase  its 
ral  Gas  Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  general  service  rate.  No  change  is  pro¬ 
of  practice  and  procedure  a  hearing  will  .  posed  in  its  rate  schedules  for  standby 
be  held  on  September  22,  1958,  at  10:00  service  and  field  service.  The  present 
a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a  Hearing  Room  of  and  proposed  general  service  rates  are  as 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G  follows,  per  Mcf : 

Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C.,  concern¬ 
ing  the  matters  involved  in  and  the  issues 
presented  by  such  applications. 

(B)  Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene 

may  be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.  C.,  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be-  Changes  other  than  unit  prices  are: 
fore  June  20,  1958.  (1)  The  basis  for  computing  the  billi^ 

demand  is  changed  from  greatest  day’s 
delivery  during  the  12  months  ending 
with  the  billing  month  (but  not  more 
[SEAL]  Joseph  H.  Outride,  than  the  contracted  demand  nor  less 

Secretary.  than  90  percent  of  the  contracted  de- 

58-4220;  Piled,  June  4,  1958;  ,  to  the  full  contracted  demand 

8:49  a.  m.j  and  (2)  the  overrun  penalty  is  revised 

for  the  stated  purpose  of  removing^  am- 
biguities  and  expressing  the  provision  as 
originally  intended. 

[Docket  Nos.  G-14705,  (3-14764)  In  support  Of  the  proposed  increased 

rates  Mississippi  states  ite  existing  rates 
were  established  on  the  basis  of  1952 
NOTICE  OF  POSTPONEMENT  OF  HEARING  Operations.  It  claims  that  its  costs  have 

90  1QRR  ,  increased  since  that  time  and  that  the 
^  lyoo.  proposed  increased  rates  and  charges 

Upon  consideration  of  the  motion  filed  are  necessary  to  compensate  for  the  in¬ 
lay  28,  1958,  by  Counsel  for  Deep  South  creasing  costs. 

>il  Company  of  Texas  for  postponement  Mississippi  has  presented  actual  costs 
f  the  hearing  now  scheduled  for  June  for  the  calendar  year  1957,  with  adjust- 
,  1958,  in  the  above-designated  matter;  ments.  The  company’s  adjustments  in- 
The  hearing  now  scheduled  for  June  3,  elude,  (1)  increased  purchased  gas  costs, 
958,  is  hereby  postponed  to  July  8,  1958,  (2)  reduction  in  depreciation  rates  for 

1 10:00  a.  m.,  e.  d.  s.  t.,  in  a  hearing  room  production  properties  of  its  Natural  Qas 
~  ~  .  441  and  Oil  division  and  revisions  in  depre¬ 

ciation  reserves,  (3)  increased  taxes,  (4) 
increase  in  transportation  charges  paid, 
’j.y  (5)  elimination  of  administrative  and 
general  expenses  applicable  to  non- 
1958;  utility  operations  and  (6)  annualization 
of  plant  additions  and  related  incre^ 
in  depreciation  expenses.  The  compahy 
submitted  a  separate  cost-of-service 
study  for  the  production  operations  of 
Natural  Gas  and  Oil  division.  On  the 
basis  of  such  study  it  computes  a  unit 
ORDER  PROVIDING  FOR  HEARING  AND  SUSPEND-  cost  of  21.98  cents  per  Mcf  for  gas  dro- 
ilfG  PROPOSED  REVISED  TARIFF  SHEETS  duced  and  delivered  to  its  pipeline  divi- 

May  29,  1958.  Analysis  of  the  claimed  cost  support 
Mississippi  River  Fuel  Corporation  indicates  that  purchase  gas  costs  may 
(Mi^^ip^i)  on _May  1,  1958,  tendered  be  overstated  at  least  to  the  extent  of 

dei>endence  upon  rate  increases  of  sup¬ 
pliers  which  are  presently  under  investi¬ 
gation  and  that  other  parts  of  the 
claimed  cost  of  service,  including  the 
claimed  rate  of  return  and  cost  alloca¬ 
tion  methods,  should  be  determined  by 
investigation  and  hearing. 

The  total  claimed  costs  for  Mississippi’s 
pipeline  division  operations  are  $45,- 
205,462,  of  which  $29,580,385,  or  65.4  per¬ 
cent,  is  allocated  to  jurisdictional  busi¬ 
ness.  Estimated  revenues  under  the 
proposed  rates  total  $29,499,601,  or 


and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on 
or  before  Jime  20,  1958. 

By  the  Commission  (Commissioner 
Digby  dissenting) . 

s  [seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

{F.  B.  Doc.  58-4219;  Filed,  June  4.  1958; 
8:49  a.  m.] 


[Docket  No.  <3-14560  etc.] 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  et  al. 

ORDER  FIXINO  DATE  OF  HEARING 

May  29, 1958. 

In  the  matters  of  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Company,  D<x:ket  No.  G-14560 ;  Blin- 
Ark  Oil  Company  (Operator) ,  Docket  No. 

G-14711;  Skelly  Oil  Company  (Opera¬ 
tor)  ,  Docket  No.  G-14712. 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Company 

(Southern),  Kin-Ark  Oil  Company,  ^  By  the  Commission  (Commissioner 
(Operator)  (Kin-Ark)  and  Skelly  Oil  Digby  dissenting) . 

Company  (Operator)  (Skelly)  filed  appli¬ 
cations  for  certificates  of  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity  pursuant  to  section  7 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  authorizing  the 
construction  and  operation  of  natural 
gas  facilities  to  receive  natural  gas  and 
for  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce  as  hereinafter  described,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  all  as  more  fully  represented  in  the  Deep  South  Oil  Company  of  Texas 
respective  applications. 

Southern  in  its  application  filed  on 
l^bruary  24, 1958,  in  Docket  No.  G-14560, 
seeks  authority  to  construct  and  operate 
.approximately  2.75  miles  of  8"  lateral 
supply  line  to  extend  from  a  point  of 
connection  at  or  near  Milepost  8.724  on 
Southern’s  existing  Sandy  Hook  Field 
supply  line  to  two  meter  stations  to  be 
installed  by  Southern  in  the  Dexter  Field, 

Walthall  and  Marion  Counties,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  together  with  a  220  h.  p.  compres¬ 
sor  station  to  be  known  as  the  Dexter 
Compressor  station  to  be  located  at  or 
near  the  junction  of  the  proposed  lateral 
pipeline  and  the  existing  Sandy  Hook 
Pipeline.  Such  facilities  will  be  used  to  [F.  R. 
purchase  and  receive  natural  gas  pro¬ 
duced  in  the  Dexter  Field  by  Kin-Ark, 
and  Skelly.  The  estimated  initial  cost 
of  the  proposed  facilities  is  $214,290. 

On  March  20, 1958,  Kin-Ark,  in  Docket 
No.  G-14711  and  Skelly  in  Docket  No. 

G-14712  filed  certificate  applications 
seeking  authority  to  sell  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  to  Southern  for  re¬ 
sale  from  production  in  the  Dexter  Field, 

Walthall  and  Marion  Counties,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  ^  described  above,  pursuant  to 
separate  20-year  contracts  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1958,  executed  by  and  between 
Southern  and  Kin-Ark,  and  December 

30, 1957,  executed  by  and  between  South-  posing  to  make  effective  as  of  June  1, 
em  and  Skelly.  1958,  increased  rates  and  charges  for  the 

Concurrently  with  their  respective  cer-  sale  of  natural  gas  for  resale.  Such  re- 

tificate  applications  Kin- Ark  and  Skelly  vised  tariff  *  sheets  would  effect  an  in- 

filed  their  respective  gas  sales  contracts  crease  in  rates  and  charges  of  $4,097,323 

as  initial  rate  schedules  to  cover  the  annually,  or  16.1  percent,  based  on  sales 

proposed  sales.  The  contracts  provide  for  the  year  1957. 
for  an  initial  rate  of  21.72126  cents  per  The  proposed  increased  rates  and 
Mcf  at  15.025  psia,  including  reimburse-  charges  are  based  primarily  on  (1)  a 

ment  for  certain  Mississippi  taxes  (up  to  claimed  7%  percent  rate  of  return  for  its 

1.3  cents  per  Mcf  for  taxes  in  effect  on  transmission  system  facilities  and  10 

the  date  of  the  contract  and  7/8ths  of  percent  for  facilities  of  its  production  $80,784  less  than  allocated  costs.  The 

the  excess  of  such  taxes  above  1.3  cents),  division:  (2).  rate  increases  filed  by  aforementioned  revenues  do  not  include 


Present  Proposrt 


Rate  Schedule  F-1; 
Demand . . 


Commodity. 
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ijl  revenues  received  from  sales  of  the 
nroduction  division. 

*^Tbe  customer  companies  and  the  state 
commissions  were  Invited  to  submit 
on  the  proposed  increase. 
Illinois  Commission  requests  sus- 
Bcnsion  of  the  increase.  Comments  from 
toe  customers  generally  request  or  indi¬ 
cate  the  necessity  for  suspension  and 
investigation  of  the  filing. 

The  increased  rates  and  charges  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  revised  tariff  sheets  ten¬ 
dered  by  Mississippi  on  May  1, 1958,  have 
not  been  shown  to  be  justified,  and  may 
be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrim¬ 
inatory,  or  preferential,  or  otherwise 
unlawful* 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest,  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
toe  lawfulness  of  the  rates,  charges, 
classifications,  and  services  contained  in 
Mississippi’s  PPC  Gas  Tariff,  as  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended  by  Fourth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  4  and  Third  Revised  Sheet  No. 

5  to  Original  Volume  No.  1  thereof,  and 
that  said  proposed  revised  tariff  sheets 
and  the  rates  contained  therein  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred  as 
hereinafter  provided. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  be  held 
upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice  from 
toe  Secretary  concerning  the  lawfulness 
of  the  rates,  charges,  classifications,  and 
services  contained  in  Mississippi’s  FPC 
Gas  Tariff,  as  proposed  to  be  amended  by 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  and  'Third 
Revised  Sheet  No.  5  to  Original  Volume 
No.  1  thereof  as  tendered  for  filing  on 
May  1, 1958. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon,  Mississippi’s  proposed 
Fourth  Revised  Sheet  No.  4  and  Third 
Revised  Sheet  No.  5,  to  its  FPC  Gas  Tar¬ 
iff,  Original  Volume  No.  1,  are  each 
hereby  suspended  and  the  use  thereof 
deferred  xmtil  November  1,  1958,  and 
until  such  further  time  sis  they  are  made 
effective  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(O'  Interested  state  commissions  may 
participate  as  provided  by  §§1.8  and 
1.37  (f)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 
1.37  (f)).> 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

-  Secretary. 

[F.  B.  Doc.  58-4248;  FUed,  June  4.  1958; 
8:56  a.  m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  219] 

Motor  Carrier  Appucations 

Mat  29,  1958. 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 


mission's  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  car¬ 
riers  of  property  or  passengers  and  by 
brokers  imder  sections  206,  209,  and  211 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  cer¬ 
tain  other  procedural  matters  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto  (49  CZFR  1.241). 

All  hearings  will  be  called  at  9:30 
o’clock  a.  m..  United  States  standard 
time  (or  9:30  o’clock  a.  m.,  local  day¬ 
light  saving  time),  unless  otherwise 
specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 

OR  Pre-Hearing  Conference 

MOTCUt  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  1124  (Sub  No.  ,147),  filed 
March  27,  1958.  Applicant:  HERRIN 
TRANSPORTA'nON  COMPANY,  2301 
McKinney  Avenue,  Houston,  Tex.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Leroy  Hallman,  First 
National  Bank  Building,  Dallas  2,  Tex. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cement,  in  bulk, 
between  points  in  Texas,  Louisiana, 
Arkansas,  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  and 
Alabama.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Louisiana,  Texas, 
Tennessee,  Arkansas,  and  Mississippi. 

HEARING:  July  16,  1958,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Franklin  and  Fannin 
Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before  Examiner 
James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  1328  (Sub /No.  6).  filed  April 
17,  1958.  Applicant:  J.  J.  LONG,  INC., 
Frankton  Pike,  Alexandria,  Ind.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Robert  C.  Smith,  512 
Illinois  Building.  Indianapolis  Ind. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Mineral  wool  and 
mineral  wool  products,  from  Gimeo  City 
ind.,  to  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and 
west  of  U.  S.  Highway  219;  points  in 
Kentucky  on.  west  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.  S.  Highway  31W,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.  S.  Highway  62  at  Elizabethtown, 
Ky.,  thence  alonfe  U.  S.  Highway  62 
through  Leitchfield  and  Beaver  Dam. 
Ky.,  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  41  at 
Nortonville,  Ky.,  thence  along  U.  S.  High¬ 
way  41  through  Hopkinsville,  Ky.,  to  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line;  points  in 
Michigan  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Ludington,  MlCh.,  and  extending  along 
U.  S.  Highway  10  to  jimction  Michigan 
Higway  20,  thence  along  Michigan  High¬ 
way  20  to  Bay  City,  Mich.,  thence  along 
Michigan  Highway  15  (formerly  Michi¬ 
gan  Highway  24)  to  Richville,  Mich.,  and 
thence  along  Michigan  Highway  46  t(F 
Lake  Huron;  points  in  Dunklom,  Pemi¬ 
scot,  New  Madrid,  Mississippi,  Stoddard, 
Scott,  Cape  Girardeau.  Bollinger.  Butler, 
Wayne,  Ripley,  Carter,  Oregon,  Shannon, 
Reynolds,  Dent,  Iron,  Madison,  Perry, 
St.  Genevieve,  St.  Francois,  Washington. 
Crawford,  Lewis,  Knox,  Adair,  Putnam, 
Phelps,  Maries.  Osage,  Gasconade, 
Franklin,  Jefferson,  St.  Louis,  St.  Charles, 
St.  Louis  City.  Warren,  Montgomery, 
Lincoln,  Callaway,  Cole.  Boone,  Pike,  Au¬ 
drain,  Ralls,  Monroe,  Randolph,  Marion, 
Shelby,  Macon,  Schuyler,  Scotland,  an<i 
Clark  Counties,  Mo.;  Lee,  Van  Buren, 
.  Davis,  Appanoose.  Wayne,  Des  Moines. 
•  Henry,  Louisa,  Jefferson,  Wapello.  Mon¬ 


roe,  Lucas,  Warren.  Marion,  Mahaska, 
Keokuk,  Washington,  Muscatine,  Scott, 
Clinton,  Cedar.  Johnson,  Iowa,  Powe¬ 
shiek.  Jasper,  Polk.  Marshall,  Tama.  Ben-  - 
ton.  Linn,  Jones,  Jackson,  Dubuque,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Buchanan.  Black  Hawk,  Bremer, 
Fayette,  Clayton,  Winneshiek,  and  Al¬ 
lamakee  Counties,  Iowa;  Kenosha.  Ra¬ 
cine,  Walworth,  Rock,  Green,  Lafayette, 
Grant,  Iowa,  Dane.  Jefferson.  Waukesha, 
Milwaukee,  Ozaukee,  Washington,  Dodge, 
Columbia,  Sauk,  Richland.  Crawford. 
Vernon,  La  Crosse,  Monroe,  Jimeau.  Ad¬ 
ams,  Marquette.  Washara,  Green  Lake, 
Fond  du  Lac,  Winnebago.  Calumet,  She¬ 
boygan.  Manitowoc,  Jackson,  Wood, 
Portage,  Waupaca,  Outagamie,  Brown. 
Kewaunee.  Door,  (^lark.  Marathon,  and 
Shawano  Counties.  Wis.  Damaged  or  re-^ 
jectey  shipments  of  the  above-specified 
commodities  from  the  above-specified 
destination  points  to  Gimeo  City,  Ind. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  ccmduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucl^, 
Michigan,  Ohio.  Tennessee,  and  West  ' 
Virginia. 

HEARING:  July  21,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  1485  (Sub  No.  3).  fll'Hl  May 
12.  1958.  Applicant:  FRANK  C. 

SCHROLL,  doing  business  as  SCHROLL 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  5 
Church  Street,  Wethersfield,  Conn.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Hugh  M.  Joseloff,  410 
Asylum  Street,  Hartford  3,  Conn.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular: 
routes,  transporting:  Packing-house 
products  and  commodities  used  by  pack¬ 
ing-houses  as  described  in  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  CertificaUs,  61  M.  C.  C.  209,  272. 
and  fish  and  frozen  foods,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  such  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Hartford.  Conn,  to  points  in  Litchfield, 
Hartford  and  Tolland  Counties,  Conn., 
the  cities  of  Waterbury  and  Middletown, 
Conn.,  and  points  in  Hampden  County. 
Mass.,  and  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  above-specified 
commodities  on  retium.  Applicant  is  gu-_ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Con¬ 
necticut.  Massachusetts,  and  Rhode 
Island.  _ 

HEARING:  July  10,  1958,  at  the  U.  B. 
Court  Rooms,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  22,  or.  if  the  Joint  Board 
waiyes  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  2359  (Sub  No.  9) .  filed  April 
28.  1958.  Applicant:  ROCCO  D. 
DAMEO,  7  Dameo  Place,  Short  Hills, 
N.  J.  Applicant’s  representative:  Bert 
Collins,  140  Cedar  Street,  New  York  6, 
N.  Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
stressed  concrete,  from  Trenton,  N.  J., 
to  points  in  Rhode  Island,  Connecticut, 
New  York.  Pennsylvania.  Delaware,  and 
Maryland,  and  returned  shipments  of 
pre-stress^  concrete  on  return.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
in  Connecticut.  Delaware. '  Maryland. 
New  Jersey.  New  York,  and  Pennsylvania. 

Note:  Applicant  statea  that  the  above 
service  will  be  restricted  to  a  continuing 


( 
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contract  with  Atlantic  Preatreesed  Concrete 
Company. 

HEARINO:  July  17. 1958,  at  346  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
Isadore  Preidson. 

No.  MC  3690  (Sub  No.  13) ,  filed  April 
17.  1958.  Applicant:  LESLIE  J. 
STRAWN,  INC.,  4448  17th  Street  Exten¬ 
sion  NW.,  Canton,  Ohio.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Richard  E.  Brandon,  Society 
for  Savings  Building,  Cleveland  14,  Ohio. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Franklin,  Pa.,  to  Heath,  Ohio.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Maryland,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  West 
Virginia. 

Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  Instituted 
under  section  212  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  to  determine  whether  applicant’s 
status  is  that  of  a  contract  or  common  car¬ 
rier,  assigned  Docket  No.  MC  3690  (Sub  No. 
12). 

HEARING:  July  17,  1958,  at  the  .New 
Post  Ofllce  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Joint  Board  No.  59,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  8102  (Sub  No.  17) ,  filed  March 
24,  1958.  Applicant:  U.  L.  BROOKS 
AND  JAMES  C.  PITTS,  doing  business 
as  CANADIAN  'TRUCK  LINE.  200  North 
Lincoln.  Amarillo,  Tex.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  a  regular  route,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  be¬ 
tween  Gruver,  Tex.,  and  Spearman,  Tex., 
from  Gruver  over  Farm-to-Market  High¬ 
way  289  to  junction  Texas  Highway  282, 
th6hce  over  Texas  Highway  282  to  Spear¬ 
man,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  regular 
route  operations  in  Kansas.  Ohio,  and 
Texas,  and  irregular  route  operations  in 
Elansas  and  Oklahoma. 

HEARING:  July  14,  1958,  at  the  Her¬ 
ring  Hotel,  Amarillo,  Tex.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  77,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  27962  (Sub  No.  12) ,  filed  April 
28,  1958.  Applicant:  CRAUN  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  Emma  Street,  Betts- 
ville,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Tay¬ 
lor  C.  Bumeson,  3510  Leveque-Lincoln 
Tower,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  or  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Refractory 
products,  from  Maple  Grove,  Ohio,  and 
points  within  two  miles  thereof,  to  points 
in  Hancock,  Wasme,  Brooke.  Ohio,  Mar¬ 
shall.  Mason,  Cabell,  Kanawha,  and  Fay¬ 
ette  Counties,  W.  Va.  Pallets,  skids,  and 
shipping  containers  used  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  refractory  products,  from 
points  in  the  above-specified  destination 
territory  in  West  Virginia  to  Maple 
Grove,  Ohio,  and  points  within  two  miles 
thereof.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Ohio,  and  Michigan. 
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NOTC:  Applicant  states  that  the  purpose  of 
Instant  appUcatlon  is  for  applicant  to 
rJnlBh  tractors,  to  pull  Lehigh  Valley  Rall- 
Company  semi-trailers,  in  Lehigh  Valley 
Company  service,  from  and  to  Le- 
Valley  Railroad  Stations  as  named 
Mve.  Applicant  ftirther  states  that  they 
*  poie  to  transport  commodities  that  may 
^IMrfully  transported  in  trailers  on  flat  car 
g^ce  (Piggy-Back  service)  under  tariffs 
filed  and  published  by  or  for  the  account  of 
the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company  as  aux- 
lUtry  to  or  supplemental  of  rail  service. 

hearing:  July  17, 1958,  at  346  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
Isadore  Preidson. 

No.  MC  35628  (Sub  No.  216) ,  filed  April 
11,  1958.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE 
librOB  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  a  corpo¬ 
ration,  134  Grandville  SW.,  Grand  Rap¬ 
ids,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Leon¬ 
ard  D.  Verdier,  Jr.,  300  Michigan  Trust 
Building.  Grand  Rapids  2,  Mich.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
mirier,  by  motor  vehicle,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  except  Class  A  and 
B  explosives,  dangerous  inflammables, 
household  goods  as  deflned  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  commodities  in  bulS>serv- 
Ing  Mt.  Prospect,  Ill,,  as  an  off-route 
point.'in  commotion  with  applicant’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations  in 
Certificate  No.  MC  35628  to  and  from 
Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Delaware,  Iowa, 
Illinois.  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Massachu¬ 
setts.  Michigan.  Maryland,  Minnesota. 
Missouri,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin, 
add  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  July  23. 1958,  in  Room  852, 
ff.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Joint  Board 
Mo.  149,  or*,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
David  Waters. 

No.  MC  35628  (Sub  No.  217) .  filed  May 
5. 1958.  Applicant:  INTERSTATE  MO¬ 
TOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  -a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  134  Grandville  SW..  Grand  Rapids, 
Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Leonard  D. 
Verdier,  Jr.,  300  Michigan  Trust  Build¬ 
ing,  Grand  Rapids  2,  Mich.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex- 
c^t  Class  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  and 
commodities  in  bulk  (except  scrap  metal 
in  bulk) ,  serving  the  site  of  Consumers 
Power  Company  plant  in  Port  Sheldon 
Township,  Ottawa  County,  Mich.,  as  an 
off-route  point  in  connection  with  ap¬ 
plicant’s  authorized  regular  route  oper¬ 
ations  between  Holland  and  Grand 
Haven,  Mich.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  31  in 
Certificate  No.  MC  35628  at  Sheet  5.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Delaware,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Illinois, 
Maryland,  Kentucky.  Michigan,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Wisconsin,  West  Virginia,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  July  17,  1958,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Joint  Board 
Nq.  76,  or.  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
David  Waters. 

No.  MC  37656  (Sub  No.  8).  filed  May 
15,  1958.  Applicant:  DOYLE  TRUCK¬ 


ING  CORPORATION.  42-33  24th  Street, 
Long  Island  City  1,  N.  Y.  'Applicant’s 
representative:  William  D.  TTaub,  lO 
East  40th  Street,  New  York  16,  N.  Y. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  New  furniture,  and 
such  supplies,  materials  and  equipment 
as  are  used  in  the  manufacture,  display 
or  sale  of  furniture,  between  the  sites  of 
the  plants  of  The  Simmons  Company,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Elizabeth  and  Union, 
N.  J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Bucks,  CJhester,  Delaware, 
Montgomery,  and  Philadelphia  Counties, 
Pa.,  and  points  in  New  Castle  County. 
Del.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
siihilar  operations  between  specified 
points  in  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and 
Connecticut. 

HEARING:  July  28. 1958,  at  346  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
Isadore  Freidson. 

No.  MC  39230  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  Aprfi 
17,  1958.  Applicant:  HARCOURT  k 
COWAN,  INC.,  Milroy,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Robert  C.  Smith,  512  Hlinois 
Building,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Empty  tin  cans,  loose  or  in 
bulk,  in  bags,  boxes,  crates,  or  bundles, 
tin  can  covers  or  tops,  nested  or  flat,  in 
packages,  empty  corrugated  boxes  and 
containers,  and  canning  factory  machine- 
ery  and  parts  and  tools  therefore,  be¬ 
tween  the  site  of  The  Heekin  Can  Com¬ 
pany  plant,  at  or  near  Newton,  Ohio,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  that  part  of  Indiana  on  and  south  of 
U.  S.  Highway  30.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  similar  commodities  in 
Indiana  and  Ohio  and  other  commodities 
in  Indiana.  Kentucky,  and  Ohio. 

HEARING:  July  23,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  208,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  particip£Re,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  40428  (Sub  No.  6) ,  filed  May 
16,  1958.  Applicant:  CROSS  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  Bridgeton,  'N.  J. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Bert  Collins, 
140  Cedar  Street,  New  York  6,  N.  Y.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over^irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Plastic  articles  or 
container»f'  from  Glassboro,  N.  J.,  to 
points  in  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island, 
Connecticut,  New  York,  New  Jersey 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  and 
such  materials  and  supplies  as  are  used 
in  the  manufacture,  packing  and  ship¬ 
ping  of  plastic  articles  or  containers,  and 
returned  or  rejected  shipments  of  plastic 
articles  and  containers  on  ;*etum.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Pennsylvania.  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode 
Island,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Applicant  is  authorized  to  perform 
a  pwtion  of  the  above  service  and  states  no 
duplicating  au^ority  is  sought;  further,  it  Is 
authorized  to  transport  caps,  closures  and 
accessories  for  same  from  Glassboro,  N.  J., 
to  the  above  destination  territory  and  re¬ 
jected  and  returned  shipments  to  Glassboro. 
Applicant  states  this  application  is  filed  to 


provide  service  for  additional  products  of 
shipper  served  at  Glassboro. 

HEARING:  July  9, 1958,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington,  D.  before  Examine 
Michael  B.  DriscolL 
No.  MC  41406  (Sub  No.  4).  filed  Apnl 
30,  1958.  Applicant:  J.  ARTTM  k  SONS, 
INC.,  7105  Kennedy  Avenue,  Hammond. 
Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  David  Axel¬ 
rod.  39  South  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago 
3,  HI.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  .(1)  Feb- 
ricated  structural  iron  or  steel,  and  con- 
tractors'  machinery,  tools,  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies,  from  Chicago 
and  poin^  in  the  Chicago,  HI.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone)  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
to  points  in  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Wisconsin.  Minnesota.  Iowa,  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  Kentucky,  and  (2)  damaged 
or  rejected  shipments  of  the  commoditlea 
specified  in  this  application  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  ccmduct  op¬ 
erations  in^IUinois  and  Indiana. 

HEARING:  July  21. 1958,  in  Room  852, 
U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Examiner 
David  Waters. 

No.  MC  43552  (Sub  No.  5) ,  filed  April 
15.  1958.  Applicant:  UNION  MOTOR 
LINE,  INC.,  2167  Stanley  Terrace,  Union. 
N.  J.  Applicant’s  attorney:  August  W. 
Heckman,  880  Bergen  Avenue,  Jersey 
City  6,  N.  J.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Coke,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  the  site  of  the  Koppers  Company. 
Inc.  plant  at  Kearney,  N.  J.,  tor  points 
in  Berks,  Bucks,  CTarbon,  Chester,  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Dauphin,  Delaware,  Lancaster,  ' 
Lebanon,  Lehigh,  Monroe.  Montgomery. 
Montour,  Northampton.  Northumber¬ 
land,  and  Siisquehanna  Coimties,  Pa. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  in  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and 
Pennsylvania. 

HEARING:  July  7. 1958,  at  346  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York.  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
U.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  44128  (Sub  No.  24) .  filed  April 
15,1958.  Applicant:  THE  TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION,  126  South  Main  Street. 
Blackstoiie,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  E.  Wilson,  Perpetual  Building. 
1111  E  Street;  NW..  Washington  4.  D.  C. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehiclOr  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pallets,  cooperage 
stock  and  lumber  (not  including  ply¬ 
wood  and  veneer) ,  between  points  in  that 
part  of  Virginia  and  North  Carolina  on 
and  west  of  U.  S.  Highway  301  and  points 
in  Florence,  Darlington,  Marlboro.  Ches¬ 
terfield,  Marion,  Lancaster,  and  Kew- 
shaw  Coimties.  S.  C.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Tennessee, 
West  Virginia,  and  Kentucky.  Applicant 
is  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware.  Florida,  Georgia. 
Kentucky.  Maryland,  Massachusetts. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South  Car¬ 
olina,  Tennessee;  Virginia,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  July  11, 1958,  at  the  North 
Carolina  Utilities  Commission,  State  Li¬ 
brary  Building,  Morgan  Street,  Raleigh, 
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sought  to  operate  as  a  commcm  carrier 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routet 
transporting:  Motor  vehicles  (as  defl^ 
ston  Manor,  N.  Y.,  and  Camp  Lake-Vu,  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  CerS 
located  at  New  Brunswick,  N.  J.  Appli-  cates.  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-45),  in  initial 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations  movements,  by  the  truckaway  and  drive- 
in  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  away  methods,  from  Boston,  Mass.,  to 
and  Pennsylvania.  points  in  the  United  States  and  Ala^ 

HEARING:  July  21, 1958,  at  346  Broad-  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  July  10, 1858,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner  Leo 
W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  52657  (Sub  No.  518) ,  filed  May 
5,  1958.  Applicant:  ARCO  AUTO  CAR¬ 
RIERS,  INC.,  7530  South  Western 
Avenue,  Chicago  20,  Ill.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Glenn  W.  Stephens,  121  West 
Doty  Street,  Madison,  Wis.  Authority 
Ind.,  and  points  within  five  (5)  miles  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
thereof,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Michigan,  by  motor  vehicles,  over  irregular  routii^ 
and  Wisconsin.  Applicant  is  authorized  transporting:  Communication  shettert, 
to  conduct  operations  in  Connecticut,  equipped  or  unequipped,  from  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.  C.,  and  Beltsville,  Md.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  and  Alaslm.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  July  8,  1958,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner  Leo 
W.  Cunningham. 

No.  MC  52657  (Sub  No.  519) ,  filed  May 
5,  1958.  Applicant:  ARCO  AUTO  CAR- 
HEARING:  June  20,  1958,  in  Room  RIERS,  INC.,  7530  South  Western  Ave- 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  nue,  Chicago  20,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attor- 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Ex-  ney:  Glenn  W.  Stephens,  121  West  Doty 
aminer  Alton  R.  Smith.  Street,  Madison.  Wis.  Authority  sought 

No.  MC  52657  (Sub  No.  516)  •,  filed  May  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
5,  1958.  Applicant:  ARCO  AUTO  CAR-  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
RIER,  INC.,  7530  S.  Western  Avenue,  ing:  (A)  Trailers,  other  than  tho^  de- 
Chicago  20,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney:  signed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  aut^ 
Louis  E.  Smith,  1800  North  Meridian,  In-  mobiles,  in  initial  truckaway  and  drive- 
dianapolis,  Ind.  Authority  sought  to  op-  away  service,  from  Washington,  D.  C., 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve-  and  Beltsville,  Md.,  to  points  in  the 
hide,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  United  States  and  Alaska;  (B)  tractors. 
Tractors,  except  truck  tractors,  with  or  in  secondary  driveaway  service,  only 
without  attachments;  trailers,  other  than  when  drawing  trailers  moving  in  initial 
those  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  driveaway  service,  as  described  above, 
automobiles;  tools,  parts  and  other  from  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  Beltsville, 
equipment  designed  for  use  in  connection  Md.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Ar- 
with  tractors  and/or  trailers  and  moving  kansas,  California,  Colorado,  Georgia, 
in  combination  loads  Vith  tractors  and/  Idaho,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Msdne,  Mis- 
or  trailers,  (1)  between  Chur ubusco,  Ind.,  sissippi,  Montana,  Nevada,  New  Hamp- 
and  points  in  Arizona,  Alabama,  Arkan-  shire.  New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  Okla- 
sas,  California,  Colorado,  Florida,  Geor-  homa,  Oregon,  South  Carolina,  Tennes- 
gia,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan-  see,  Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Washington, 
sas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Wyoming,  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Mon-  Alaska;  (C)  truck  and  trailer  bodies, 
tana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  from  Washington,  D.  C.,  and  BeltsviDe, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Okla-  Md.,  to  points  in  the  United  States,  In- 
homa,  Oregon,  South  Carolina,  South  eluding  such  bodies  when  loaded  in  (ht 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Wash-  on  shipper’s  trailer  moving  in  truckawfty 
ington,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming,  and  or  driveaway  Service,  as  named  in  (A) 
Alaska;  (2)  commodities  named  above  above.  Applicant-isauthorizedtocon- 
when  moving  as  show  equipment  and  dis-  duct  operations  throughout  the  United 
plays,  from  points  in  the  above-named  States. 

destination  States  to  Churubusco,  Ind.  HEARING:  July  9,  1958,  at  the  Offices 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper-  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
ations  throughout  the  United  States.  Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner  Leo 
HEARING:  July  24,  1958,  in  Room  852,  W.  Cunningham. 

U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal  No.  MC  52657  (Sub  No.  520),  filed Miy 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner  5,  1958.  Applicant:  ARCO  AUTO  CAR- 
David  Waters.  ,  RIERS,  INC.,  7530  South  Western  Ave- 

No.  MC  52657  (Sub  No.  517),  filed  May  nue,  Chicago  20,  lU.  Applicant’s  attor- 
5,  1958.  Applicant:  ARCO  AUTO  CAR-  ney:  Louis  E.  Smith,  1800  North  Merid- 
RIERS,  INC.,  7530  South  Western  ian,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Authority  sought 
Avenue,  Cliicago  20,  Ill.  Applicant’s  at-  to  operate  as  a  common' carrier,  by  motor 
torney:  Glenn  W.  Stephens,  121  West  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
Doty  Street,  Madison,  Wis.  Authority  ing:  Tractors,  except  truck  tractors,  with 


K.  C.,  before  Examiner  James  C.  Chesel-  Roosevelt,  all  located  at  Mcmticello,  N.  Y., 
dine.  'Camp  Sequoia,  located  at  Rock  Hill, 

No.  MC  44639  (Sub  No.  8) ,  filed  May  N.  Y.,  Camp  Delmont,  located  at  Ijving- 
13,  1958.  Applicant:  SAM  MATTA,  IR¬ 
VING  LEVIN  AND  ABE  LEVIN,  doing 
business  as  L  &  M.  EXPRESS  CO.,  220 
Ridge  Road,  Lyndhurst,  N.  J.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Herman  B.  J.  Weekstein, 

1060  Broad  Street,  Newark  2,  N.  J.  Au- 


way.  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
Isadore  Preidson. 

No.  MC  50069  (Sub  No.  198) ,  filed  May 
21,  1958.  Applicant:  REFINERS 
TRANSPORT  &  TERMINAL  CORPO- 
RA'nON,  2111  Woodward  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit  1,  Mich.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Schneider, 


thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Materials  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  wearing 
apparel  and  wearing  apparel  on  hangers, 
between  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  points  in 
New  Jersey  within  10  miles  of  New  York, 

N.  Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 

Bedford,  Floyd,  Lynchburg,  Newcastle 
and  Roanoke,  Va.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  operations  in  New  York, 

New  Jersey,  Virginia,  and  Maryland. 

HEARING:  July  24, 1958,  at  346  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
Isadore  Freidson. 

No.  MC  46219  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  April  Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  In- 
17,  1958.  Applicant:  S'TERNBERGER  diana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
MOTOR  CORPORATION,  43-31  36th  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Street,  Long  Island  c:ity  1,  N.  Y.  Appli-  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New 
cant’s  representative:  Charles  H.  Tray-  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
ford,  155  East  40th  Street,  New  York  16,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
N.  Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes- 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  see,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Furniture,  and  household  and  office  and  Wisconsin. 
furnishings,  fixtures,  appliances  and 
equipment,  between  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and 
Newark,  N.  J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  District  of  Columbia,  Maryland, 

Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermbnt,  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia.  (2)  Furniture,  Jfrom  North 
Grosvenordale,  Conn.,  Bridgewater, 

Mass.,  and  Hanover  and  Philadelphia, 

Pa.,  to  New  York,  N.  Y.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 

New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 

Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  Applicant  proposes  the  service  in 
(2)  for  tacking  with  paragraph  (1)  so  as  to 
serve  points  beyond  New  York,  N.  Y. 

HEARING:  July  8, 1958,  at  346  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  46384  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  April 
28,  1958.  Applicant:  FRANCES  MAR- 
GOLIES,  doing  business  as  MARGOLIES 
VAN  CO.,  1481  Westchester  Avenue, 

Bronx,  New  York  72,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Irving  Abrams,  1776 
Broadway,  New  York  19,  N.  Y.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Baggage,  in  sea¬ 
sonal  operations,  between  June  1  and 
September  30,  inclusive,  of  each  year, 
between  New  York,  N.  Y.,  points  in 
Nassau  County,  N.  Y.,  points  in  Union, 

Essex,  and  Hudson  Counties,  N.  J.,  points 
in  that  part  of  Bergen  County,  N.  J.,  on 
and  south  of  New  Jersey  Highway  502, 
and  points  in  that  part  of  Passaic  County, 

N.  J.,  west  of  Pompton  Lake  and  the 
Ramapo  and  Pompton  Rivers,  on  the  one 
hand,  and.  on  the  other.  Camp  Kenny- 
brook.  Camp  Ta-Go-La,  and  Camp 
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at  without  equipment  attached  thereto; 
ZaUers,  other  than  those  designed  to  be 
by  passenger  automobiles;  tools, 
and  other  equipment  designed  for 
^  in  connection  with  and  moving  in 
uombination  loads  with  tractors,  (1)  be- 
'tween  Burlington,  Iowa,  and  points  in 
the  United  States  and  Alaska;  (2)  Com¬ 
modities  named  above  when  moving  as 
show  equipment  and  displays,  from 
points  in  the  United  States  and  Alaska 
to  Burlington,  Iowa.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  through¬ 
out  the  United  States, 

NoTx:  Applicant  states  that  it  seeks  no 
duplication  of  existing  «r  requested  author¬ 
ity  in  this  application. 

HEARING:  July  24, 1958,  in  Room  852, 
U.  S.  custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Examiner 
David  Waters. 

No.  MC  52729  (Sub  No.  16) ,  filed  May 
7  1958.  Applicant;  FRANK  FIOROT, 
THOMAS  J.  WATERS  AND  MERLIN  G. 
tucker,  doing  business  as  FIOROT , 
trucking.  Box  43,  Pen  Argyl,  Pa.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  William  J.  Wilcox, 
Commonwealth  Building,  512  Hamilton 
Street,  Allentown,  Pa.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  (1)  asphalt  shingles  and  sup^ 
plies  used  in  the  installation  of  asphalt 
shingles,  from  Kearny,  Hudson  County, 
N.  J.,  to  Wind  Gap,  Pa.,  and  points  within 
5  miles  thereof;  (2)  precast  concrete 
beams,  planks,  slabs,  lintels  and  crib- 
bings,  from  the  site  of  the  plant  or  plants 
of  Structural  Precast  Co.,  Inc.,  at  Raubs- 
ville.  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  -York,  New 
Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia;  (3)  stone,  white- 
stone,  marble  and  marble  chips,  from 
French  Lick,  Ind.,  Crossville,  Crab  Or¬ 
chard,  ’and  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  Mount 
Airy,  N.  C.,  and  Glenmont,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  New  Jersey  and  Pennsylvania, 
and  damaged  shipments  of  the  above 
c(«mnodities  on  return.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  New  Jersey,  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut  New  York,  Rhode  Island, 
District  of  Columbia,  Virginia,  Vermont, 
Maryland,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia.  Illi¬ 
nois,  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  and  Missouri. 

HEARING:  July  16.  1958,  at  the  Penn 
Sherwood  Hotel,  3900  Chestnut  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  before  Examiner  Isa- 
dOTe  Preidson. 

No.  MC  55811  (Sub  No.  40),  filed 
March  20,  1958.  Applicant:  CRAIG 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Albany,  Ind.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Howell  Ellis,  520  Illinois 
Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Canned  goods,  from  Lake 
Odessa,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Allegheny, 
Armstrong,  Beaver,  Butler,  Lawrence, 
Mercer,  and  Washington  Counties,  Pa. 
(except  Pittsburgh),  and  Murrysville 
(Westmoreland  County),  Pa.,  and  dam¬ 
aged  or  rejected  shipments  of  canned 
goods  on  return.  Applicant  is  authorized 
to  transport  similar  commodities  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Mich¬ 
igan.  Missouri.  Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  and 
Wisconsin. 
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HEARING:  July  14.  1958,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel.  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Examiner 
David  Waters. 

No.  MC  55811  (Sub  No.  41),  filed 
March  31.  1958.  Applicant:  CRAIG 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Albany,  Ind.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorpey:  Howell  Ellis,  520  Illinois 
Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs  and  food  prep¬ 
arations,  except  caimed  goods,  from  Fre¬ 
mont.  Mich.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Ohio,  Louisville  and  Covington, 
Ky.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
and  equipment,  materials  and  supplies 
as  are  used  or  useful  in  the  manufacture, 
packing,  shipping  and  sale  of  the  above 
commodities  on  return.'  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  transport  similar  com¬ 
modities  in  Kentucky,  Illinois,  Ohio,  In¬ 
diana,  Missouri,  Pennsylvania,  West 
Virginia,  and  Iowa. 

HEARING:  July  14,  1958,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel.  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Examiner 
David  Waters. 

No.  MC  61403  (Sub  No.  30) ,  filed  May 
8,1958.  Applicant:  ROBINSON  TRANS¬ 
FER  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Wilcox  Drive, 
Kingsport,  Tenn.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Nitric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tankTehicles, 
from  Lima.  Ohio,  to  points  in  North  Car¬ 
olina  and  South  Carolina.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee.  Texas,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  July  17,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  61624  (Sub  No.  4),  filed  April 
10,  1958.  Applicant:  KIRBY  &  KIRBY, 
INC.,  1052  Spruce  Street,  Trenton,  N.  J. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  Watkins, 
170  South  Broad  Street,  Trenton,  N.  J. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  A  mixture  of  25% 
corn  syrup  and  75%  invert  sugar,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Philadelphia.  Pa., 
to  Bordentown,  N.  J.,  over  applicant’s 
authorized  regiilar  and  alternate  routes, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  but  serv¬ 
ing  jimction  New  Jersey  Highway  73 
(formerly  New  Jersey  Highway  S-41) 
and  U.  S.  Highway  130  for  joinder  pur¬ 
poses  only.  Applicant  is  Authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  and  West  Virginia. 

Note:  Applicant  states  thta  it  presently 
serves  shipper  at  Bordentown,  N.  J.,  with 
100%  Invert  sugar.  In  tank  vehicles.  Corn 
syrup  is  transported  to  shipper  by  private 
carrier  and  then  mixed  at  shipper’s  plant. 
Shipper  proposes  to  pmrchase  mixtxire  at  re¬ 
finery  and  desires  applicant  to  now  transport 
mixtiue  of  25%  corn  syrup  and  75%  Invert 
sugar. 

HEARING:  July  15,  1958,  at  the  Penn 
Sherwood  Hotel,  3000  Chestnut  Street, 
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Philadelphia,  Pa.,  before  Examiner  Isa¬ 
dora  Freidson. 

No.  MC  67818  (Sub  No.  63) ,  filed  April 
21,  1958.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  505  Monroe  NW.,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Leonard  D.  Verdier,  Jr.,  300  Michigan 
Trust  Building,  Grand  Rapids  2.  Mich. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  trans¬ 
porting;  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
(except  scrap  metal  and  metal  products 
in  bulk),  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  serving  the  site  of  the  Con¬ 
sumers  Power  Company  plant  in  Port 
Sheldon  Township,  Ottawa  County. 
Mich.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  authorized  regiila^ 
route  operations  between  Holland,  Mich., 
and  Agnew,  Mich.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  operations  in  Illinois. 
Michigan.  Indiana,  Ohio;  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

HEARING:  July  17,  1958,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Joint  Boara 
No.  76.  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 

No.  MC  69833  (Sub  No.  52) ,  filed  April 
30.  1958.  AppUcant:  ASSOCIATED 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  15  Andre  NE..* 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney: -Leonard  D.  Verdier,  Jr.,  308 
Michigan  Trust  Building,  Grand  Rapids 
2.  Mich.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
(except  scrap  metal,  and  metal  products, 
in  bulk), "and  those  requiring  special 
equipment,  serving  the  site  of  Uie  Con¬ 
sumers  Power  Company  plant  in  Port 
Sheldon  Township,  Ottawa  County, 
Mich.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  authorized  regular 
route  operations  to  and  from  Holland 
and  Muskegon,  Mich.  . 

HEARING:  July  17.  1958,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  76.  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
David  Waters. 

No.  MC  71517  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  April 
29,  1958.  Applicant;  CHARLIE  OTIS 
POTEAT,  doing  business  as  POTEAT 
MOVING  &  STORAGE,  Rt.  No.  4,  South 
Main  Street,  Extension,  Danville,  Va. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
as  de^ed  by  the  Commission,  betwem 
points  in  Henry.  Pittsylvania,  and  Hali¬ 
fax  Coimties,  Va.,  an^points  in  Rock¬ 
ingham.  Caswell,  and  Person  Counties, 
N.  C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Alabama,  Maryland,  and  Flor¬ 
ida.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
similar  commodities  in  Georgia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina. 
Tennessee.  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  other  com¬ 
modities  in  North  Carolina  and  Virginia. 

Non:  DupUcation  with  present  authority 
to  be  eliminated. 
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NOTICES 


HEARING:  July  9,  1958.  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Booms,  Richmond.  Va^  before 
Examiner  James  C.  Cheseldine. 

No.  MC  76320  (Sub  No.  83),  filed  May 
21,  1958.  Applicant:  CAMPBELL 
SIXTY-SIX  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box 
390,  Springfield,  Mo.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  G^eral  commodities,  except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in. bulk  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment,  serv¬ 
ing  the  site  of  the  Amoco  Chemical^Cor- 
poration  plant  (Olin-Mathieson  Chem¬ 
ical  Company),  located  approximately 
ten  (10)  miles  southwest  of  Joliet,  Ill. 
on  U.  S.  Highway  6,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  applicant’s  author¬ 
ized  regular  route  operations  to  or  from 
Joliet,  HI.  between  Springfield,  Mo.,  and 
Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Illinois.  Missouri. 
Kansas,  Oklahoma.  Arkansas,  Tennessee, 
Mississippi,  Alabama.  Louisiana,  and 

HEARING:  June  16.  1958,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  6ip  South  Canal 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  149,  or.  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
right  to  participate,  before  Ekaminer 
Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  82072  (Sub  No.  3) ,  filed  April 
22,1958.  Applicant:  EDWARD  KELLER 
AND  ROLAND  KELLER,  doing  business 
as  C.  KELLER  &  SONS.  106  HamUton 
Street,  Allentown,  Pa.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Mrs.  E.  K.  Diehl,  1514  Allen 
Street,  Allentown.  Pa.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  New  furniture  (imcrated),  from 
Pennsburg  and  East  Greenville,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Florida.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana.  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  New  Hampshire. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vermont, 
Virginia.  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  July  15,  1958,  at  the  Penn 
Sherwood  Hotel,  3900  Chestnut  Street, 
Philadelphia.  Pa.,  before  Examiner  Isa- 
dore  Freidson. 

No.  MC  85255  (Sub  No.  4) .  filed  May 
19,  1958.  Applicant:  PUGET  SOUND 
TRUCK  LINES.  INC.,  Pier  62,  Seattle, 
Wash.  Applicant’s  attorney:  (Charles  J. 
Keever,  Hoge  Building,  Seattle  4,  Wash. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wood  chips,  wood 
shavings,  hogged  fuel  and  sawdust,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Oregon  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  Washington 
within  30  miles  of  Wallula,  Wash.  Ap¬ 
plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Oregon  and  Washington. 

HEARING:  July  25,  1958,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  OfBce  Building,  First  and  Marion 
Streets,  Seattle,  Wash.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  45,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  James  H.  Gaffney. 


No.  MG  102373  (Sub  No.  3).  filed  April 
18.  1958.  AppUcant:  JACOB  R.  COHN. 
153  Emerson  Street.  Springfield,  Mass. 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L. 
Mobley,  1694  Main  Street.  Springfield  3, 
Mass.  AuUiority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Scrap 
metals,  from  Hartford,  Conn.,  to  Spring- 
field,  Mass.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Cormecticut,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  York, 
Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont. 

HEARING:  July  10,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Hartford,  Conn.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  22,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
Examiner  C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub  No.  107),  filed 
April  28,  1958.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  509  Equity  Build¬ 
ing,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian 
Street,  Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Trailers,  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  initial 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  from 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  except  from 
Montoursville,  Clarion.  Camp  Hill. 
Chambersburg,  West  Pittston,  and 
Clearfield.  Pa.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States,  except  to  Mount  Clemens,  De¬ 
troit,  and  Flint,  Mich.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  through¬ 
out  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  July  14,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  OfSce  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub  No.  109),  filed 
May  12,  1958.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY,  INC.,  509  Equity  Build¬ 
ing,  Elkhart,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North  Meridian 
Street,  Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Boats,  from  South 
Hill,  Va.,  and  points  within  15  miles 
thereof  to  points  in  the  United  States; 
(2)  trailers,  designed  to  be  drawn  by 
passenger  automobiles,  in  initial  move- 
'ments,  in  truckaway  service,  from  points 
in  Virginia  (except  from  Alexandria, 
Norfolk,  and  Petersburg,  Va.)  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  to  Mount 
Clemens,  Detroit,  and  Flint,  Mich.). 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  July  8,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Richmond,  Va.,  before 
Examiner  James  C.  Cheseldine. 

No.  MC  106379  (Sub  No.  32) ,  filed  AprU 
10,  1958.  AppUcant:  GULP  SOUTH¬ 
WESTERN  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  5812  Brock  Street,  P.  O.  Box 
18104,  Houston  23,  Tex.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Joe  G.  Pender,  1421  Melrose 
Building,  Houston  2,  Tex.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Commodities,  the 
transportation  of  which,  by  reason  of 
size  or  weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment;  (2)  related  machinery  and 
related  contractors"  materials  and  sup- 
pUes  when  their  transportation  is  inci¬ 
dental  to  the  transportation  of  the 
commodities  authorized  in  (1)  above; 


and  (3)  machinery,  equipment.  maU^  i 
rials  and  supplies  used  in  or  in  conn^:  ' 
tion  with  the  discovery,  development 
production,  refining,  manufacturcTp^ 
essing,  storage,  transmission  dlstrll 
bution  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum  and  * 
their  products  and  by-products,  and  pipe 
and  machinery,  equipment,  material 
and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with,  the  construction,  operation,  repair 
servicing,  maintennace,  and 
of  pipelines,  including  the  stringing 
and  picking  up  thereof  except  in  con¬ 
nection  with  main  or  trunk  pipelines, 
between  points  in  Michigan,  Ohio/l^ 
York,  New  Jersey,  and  Pennsylvania  on 
the  one  hand,  ana,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Arizona  and  Colorado.  RESnilC- 
’nON:  The  authority  in  (i;)  and  (2) 
above  is  subject  to  the  condition  that 
carrier  shall  not  engage  in  the  stringing 
or  picking  up  of  pipe  along  pipelines 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  New 
Mexico,  Texas,  Georgia,  Ohio, 
Mississippi,  Alabama,  Florida,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Montana, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Wyoming’ 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Missouri,  and 

HEARING:  July  10,  1958,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Detroit,  Mich.,  before  Bs- 
aminer  David  Waters. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub  No.  97) ,  filed  April 
28,  1958.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
’TRAILER  CONVOY,  INC.,'  1916  North 
Sheridan  Road,  Tulsa  15.  Okla.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  John  E.  Lesow,  3737 
Noi^th  Meridian  Street,  Indlanapcdia  g, 
Ind.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Trailers, 
designed  to  be  drawn  by  passenger  auto¬ 
mobiles,  in  initial  movements,  in  tru^- 
away  service,  from  points  in  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  except  from  Montoursville.  Clarioo, 
Camp  Hill,  Chambersburg,  West  Pittstoh, 
and  Clearfield,  Pa.,  to  points  in  toe 
United  States,  except  to  Mount  Clement, 
Detroit,  and  Flint,  Mich.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operationt 
throughout  the  United  States. 

HEARING:  July  14,  1953,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Buildmg,  Columbus,  Ctoio, 
before  Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  106398  (Sub  No.  102),  filed 
May  16,  1958.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
TRAILER  CONVOY.  INC.,  1916  North 
Sheridan  Road,  P.  O.  Box  8096,  Dawson 
Station,  Tulsa  15,  Okla.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  John  E.  Lesow,  3737  North  Me¬ 
ridian  Street,  Indianapolis  8,  Ind.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Boats,  from 
South  Hill,  Va.,  and  points  within  15 
miles  thereof  to  points  in  the  United 
States;  ,  (2)  Trailers,  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  initial 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  from 
points  in  Virginia  (except  from  Alex¬ 
andria,  Norfolk,  and  Petersburg,  Va.)  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Mount  Clemens,  Detroit,  and  Fliht, 
Mich.)  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  throughout  the  United 
States. 

HEARING:  July  8,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Richmond,  Va.,  before 
Examiner  James  C.  Cheseldine. 


1958 

No.  MC  106433  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  April 
-j,  1958.  Applicant:  ANTRIM  TRANS- 
^RTATION  CO.  INC.,  7-11  Suffern 
Sice  Suffern,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  at- 
fnmey'  Edward  M.  Alfano,  36  West  44th 
^t.  New  York  36,  N.  Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
Mmsporting:  Malt  beverages,  on  pallets, 
from  Natick,  Mass.,  to  Tillson  (Ulster 
County)  I N.  Y.,  and  empty  containers  or 
otf^  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
above-specified  commodities  on  return. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  Connecticut,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  and  Pennsylvania. 

HEARING:  July  21, 1958,  at  346  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
Isadore  Preidson. 

No.  MC  106965  (Sub  No.  119) ,  filed  May 
16,  1958.  Applicant:  M.  I.  O’BOYLE  & 
SC)N,  INC.,  doing  business  as  O’BOYLE 
XANK  lines,  Arlington  Towers,  Arling¬ 
ton,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Dale  C. 
Dillon,  1825  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  6,  D.  C.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Com  syrup,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  Baltimore,  Md. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper¬ 
ations  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Mary¬ 
land,  West  Virginia,  Virginia,  Pennsyl- 
yania,  New  Jersey,  Ohio,  North  Carolina, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
Missouri.  Wisconsin,  New  York,  and 
Delaware. 

HEARING:  July  9,  1958,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner 
William  R.  Tyers. 

No.  MC  106977  (Sub  No.  19),  filed 
March  24,  1958.  Applicant:  T.  S.  C. 
MOTOR  FREIGH'f'  LINES,  INC.,  400 
Pinckney  Street,  P.  O.  Box  2625,  Houston, 
Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Reagan 
JBayers,  Century  Life  Building,  Fort 
Worth  2,  Tex.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  roules,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission.  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment,  (1)  Between 
junction  U.  S.  Highways  190  and  71  at 
Krotz  Springs,  La.,  and  Shreveport,  La., 
over  U.  S.  Highway  71,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route'for 
operating  convenience  only  in  connection 
with  applicant’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations;  and  (2)  Between  Shreveport, 
Ul,  and  Lebeau,  La.,  over  U.  S.  Highway 
71,  serving  no  intermediate  points,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only,  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
authorized  regular  route  operations. 
iU>Plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  oper- 
atimis  in  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  and  Texas. 

Mote:  Duplication  with  present  authority 
to  be  eliminated. 

HEARING:  July  28, 1958,  at  the  Louisl- 
uia  Public  Service  Commission,  Baton 
Rouge,  La.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  164, 
or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to 
participate,  before  Examiner  James  I. 
Carr. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub  No.  121) ,  filed  May 

22,  1958.  Applicant:  W.  M.  CHAMBERS 
TRUCK  UNE,  INC.,  920  Louisiana  Bou¬ 
levard,  P.  O.  Box  547,  Kenner,  Lsu  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  tra^porting:  Corn  syrup,  un¬ 
mixed,  liquid  sugar  and  blends  of  corn 
syrup  and  liquid  sugar,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  St.  John  the 
Baptist  Parish,  La.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arkansas,  Mississippi,  Oklahoma,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  and  Texas.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  operations  in  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Arkansas,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Kentucky,  Florida,  Georgia,  Texas, 
North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylva¬ 
nia,  South  Carolina,  Missouri,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota, ' 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  June  24,  1958,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  600  South  Street, 
New  Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner  Reece 
Harrison. 

No.  MC  108410  (Sub  No.  5) ,  filed  AprU 

23,  1958.  Applicant:  M.  C.  M.  TRANS- 
PORTATTON  CO.,  INC.,  39  Chapel 
Street,  Newport,  R.  I.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Russell  B.  Curnett,  49  Wey- 
bosset  Street,  Providence  3,  R.  I.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  a  regular 
route,  transporting:  General  commod~ 
ities,  between  Providence,  R.  I.,  and 
Boston,  Mass.,  over  U.  S.  Highway  1, 
serving  no  intermediate  points,  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating  conveni¬ 
ence  o^y,  in  connection  with  applicant’s 

,  authonzed  regular  route  operations  be¬ 
tween  Newport,  R.  I.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other.  Providence,  R.  I.,  and 
B6ston,  Mass.  Applicant  is  authoilzed 
to  conduct  op^ations  in  Rhode  Island, 
Virginia,  Georgia,  New  York,  Maryland, 
Kansas,  Pennsylvania,  North  Carolina. 
Illinois,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Kentucky,  Delaware,  Ohio, 
South  Carolina,  Vermont,  West  Virginia, 
and  the  District  of  Colmhbia. 

HEARING:  July  21,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  and  Court  House  Building, 
Boston,  Mass.,  before  Joint  Board  No.  18, 
or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to 
participate,  before  Examiner  C.  Evans 
Brooks.'- 

No.  MC  108678  (Sub  No.  23) ,  filed  May 
5,  1958.  Applicant:  LIQUID  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORP.,  450  West  Troy  Avenue, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney : 
William  J.  Guenther,  1511-14  Fletcher 
Trust  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  ,  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregiilar 
routes,  transporting:  Vinegar,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  (1)  Lsmdonville, 
Lyons,  Hilton,  East  Williamson,  and 
Rochester,  N.  Y.,  to  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
and  Louisville,  Ky.;  and  (2)  from  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.,  to  Louisville,  Ky..  and 
Memphis,  Tenn.  ,  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  specified  liquid  com¬ 
modities  other  than  vinegar  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Michigan,  Missouri,  CHiio,  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  July  25,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indismapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Elxaminer  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 
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No.  MC  108678  (Sub  No.  24V,  filed  May 
12,  1958.  Applicant:  LIQUID  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CORP.,  450  West  Troy  Avenue, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
William  J.  Guenther.  1511-14  Fletcher 
Trust  Building.  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  or 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
sugar,  invert  sugar,  and  blends  thfireof, 
and  dry  sugar,  in  bulk,  in  tank  and  hop¬ 
per-type  vehicles,  Irom  Cincinnati,  Ohl« 
to  points  in  Kentucky,  Indiana,  and  West 
Virginia.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Dlinois,  Indiana. 
Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan. 
Missouri,  Ohio,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note;  A  proceeding  has  been  instituted 
under  section  212  (c).  In  No.  MC  108678 
(Sub  No.  21),  to  determine  whether  appU- 
cant’s  statiu  Is  that  of  a  common  or  contract 
carrier. 

HEARING:  July  28,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  109352  (Sub  No.  3)  ,  filed  May 
5,  1958.  Applicant:  ELIZABETH  JANE 
ATKINSON,  doing  businpss  as  W.*^ 
HUNTER  ATKINSON.  Cresson  and 
Kingsley  Streets.  Philadelphia  27,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney :  Manuel  Sidkoff, 
Suite  1212-1225,  1528  Walnut  Street, 
Philadelphia  2,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Knocked  down  cartons,  empty 
containers,  anti-freeze  in  packages,  from 
Pettys  Island,  N.  J.,  to  McKees  Rocks, 
Pa.,  and  empty  pallets  on  return.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
in  New  Jersey  and  Pennsylvania. 

HEARING:  July  16,  1958,  at  the  Penn 
Sherwood '  Hotel,  3900  Chestnut  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  before  Examiner  Isa¬ 
dore  Preidson. 

No.  MC  109451  (Sub  No^87) ,  filed  AprU 
14,  1958.  Applicant:  ECOPP  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  112  MeirUl  Street.  FortviUe, 
Ind.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  roht^,  transporting:  Paints, 
stains,  varnishes,  lacquers,  shellac,  wood 
fillers,  and  bronzing  compounds,  in  bulk, 
in  tsmk  vehicles,  ^rom  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Tennessee, 
West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin.  Phos¬ 
phoric  add,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Pemald,  Ohio,  to  St.  Joseph.  Mo. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera¬ 
tions  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Missouri,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee, 
West  Viiiginia,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note;  A  proceeding  has  been  Instituted, 
under  section  212  (c)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  to  determine  whether  appUcant’a 
status  Is  that  of  a  contract  or  common  car¬ 
rier,  assigned  Docket  No.  MC  109451  (Sub 
No.  82). 

HEARING:  July  21.  1958,  at  the  U.  8. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis.  Ind.,  before 
Examiner  Prank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  109501  (Sub  No.  4).  filed 
AprU  30,  1958.  Applicant:  CALHOUN 
TRUCKtNO  CXDRP.,  33  Searing  Avenue. 
East  Newark,  N.  J.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Bert  Collins,  140  Cedar  Street, 
New  York  6.  N.  Y.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  "a  contract  corner,  by  motor 
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gular  routes,  transport-  and  implements,  other  than  hand,  impZe-  HEARING:  July  10,  1958,  at  the  Fed- 
mer  parts,  in  hox-type  ments  and  parts  therefor,  when  their  eral  Building,  Oklahoma  City, 
iton,  N.  J.,  to  Maspeth,  transportation  is  incidental  to  the  trans-  fore  Examiner  James  I.  Carr.  ’’ 

ty  containers  or  other  portation  of  the  machinery  or  imple-  No.  MC  110814  (Sub  No.  6) ,  filed  March 
facilities  (not  specified)  ments,  tractors  (not  including  tractors  -31,  1958.  Applicant:  W.  L. 
trting  the  commodities  with  vehicle  beds,  bed  frames  or  fifth  HCXSER,  G.  N.  UNKENHOGER,  AND 
npty  hox-type  skids  on  wheels) ,  and  traction  engines  and  parts  J.  L.  LINKENHOGER,  a  partnerahiiiL 
nt  is  authorized  to  and  attachments  therefor  when  their  doing  business  as  Wl^TERN 
r  commodities  in  New  transportation  is  incidental  to  the  trans-  P.  ,0.  Box  2046,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex! 
York.  ,  portation  of  the  tractors,  between  the  Applicant’s  attorney:  Joe  T. 

;  states  It  presently  serves  Sites  of  Massey-Harris-Ferguson,  Perry-Brooks  Bmlding,  Austin,  Tex.  Au- 

orporation  from  its  New-  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  ports  of  entry  thonty  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 

i  ite  Maspeth,  N.  T.,  plant  on  the  boimdary  between  the  United  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregnlar 
mdltioner  parts  under  con-  States  and  Canada  at  Detroit,  Port  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod- 

Huron,  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich.,  and  nets,  in  containers,  from  Kansas  csty 
Iv  22  1958  at  346  Broad-  Pigeon  River,  Minn.,  on  the  Kans.,  to  points  in  Texas  east  of  U.  s! 

N  Y  before  Examiner  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Highway  281  and  to  points  in  Loulsi^ 

J  ’  *’  Alabama,  Arkansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  and  damaged  or  rejected  shipments  of 

1  (Sub  No  3)  filed  Mav  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken-  petroleum  products,  and  empty  confafy- 

nt*  SOPHIA  LANE  AND  ^ucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  ers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
AN  doine  business  as  Mississippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North  used  in  transporting  petroleum  products, 
SERVICE  630  Ninth  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  on  return.  Fertilizers,  in  sacks,  begs  or 
rk  36  N  y’  Annlicant’s  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes-  containers,  and  in  bulk,  from  Houston, 

rd  M  iufano  36  West  T’exas,  and  Wisconsin.  Applicant  is  Tex.,  to  points  in  Louisiana,  Arkansas, 

York  36  N  Y  ’  Author-  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in  In-  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Kansas,  and 
row-fraef  carl  <hana,  Illinois,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  Iowa,  rejected  shipments  of  fertilizers  and 
vehicle-  over  irregular  Missouri,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  empty  containers  or  other  such  inddes- 
^rting-  Motion-victure  Pennsylvania,  Nebraska,  Tennessee,  Ala-  tal  facilities  used  in  transportii*  fer- 
I  and  adnertisina  cus-  ***^®'*  Michigan,  Arkansas,  Kansas,  tilizers,  bn  return.  Applicant  is  author, 
in  fnnnwtinn  with  the  Minnesota,  and  Mississippi.  ized  to  transport  petroleum  products  in 

‘h  nirtureV  betw^n  New  HEARING:  July  7, 1958,  at  the  Federal  containers  from  Kansas  aty,  Kans.,  to 
hennehand  end  nn  the  Building,  Detroit,  Mich.,  before  Exam-  points  in  Texas  on  and  west  of  U.  8. 

H,Vd<;nn  Hnnir  Iner  David  Waters.  Highway  281,  and  manufactured  f«- 

tSM^n’eSv  iSenmni^h  No.  MC  110711  (Sub  No.  2) ,  filed  March  tilizer  from  Etter,  Tex.,  to  points  in 

31,1958.  Applicant:  JOHN  F.  KIRK-  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska,- lowa,  and 
umS  N  J  A^^)Snt  SEY,  doing  business  as  MORRIS  &  Missouri. 

o  trans^rt' the  above-  KIRKSEY,  Route  8,  Box  596A,  Rich-  HE AB/NG:  July  21.  1958,  at  the  Fed- 
nnditieQ  between  New  ulond,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney.  Paul  eral  OfiBce  Building,  Franklin  and  Fannin 

the  one  hand  and  on  613  Warner  Building,  13th  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before  Examine 

led  points  in  New  Jersey,  Streets  Washington  4,  D.  C.  James  I.  C?am 

Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con-  No.  MC  111941  (Sub  No.  5) ,  filed  April 
t  states  it  pr^^y  holds  tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir-  23,  1958.  Applicant:  PHILIP  ARTHUR 

regular  routcs,  transporting:  Staves  and  FUNN  AND  ROBERT  H.  LEIFER,  doing 
led.  A  proceeding  has  been  ^eadinflfs,  from  points  in  Powhatan  and  business  as  PIERCSH’ON  TRUCKINQ 
lection  212  (c)  of  the  Inter-  Chesterfield  Counties,  Va.,  to  Baltimore,  CO.,  Box  175,  Pierceton,  Ind.  Applkamt^ 
Act  to  determine  whether  Md.,  Beaver  Falls.  Bethlehem,  Pitts-  attorney:  Robert  C.  Smith,  512  lUbiois 
3  is  that  of  a  contract  or  burgh,  Conshohocken,  Lebanon,  and  Building,  Indianapolis  5,  Ind.  Author- 
assigned  Docket  No.  MC  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Phillipsburg, '  N.  J.,  ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car- 
'  Port  Chester,  N.  Y.,  and  Joliet,  Ill.  Ap-  rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 

ily  23, 1958,  at  346  Broad-  Plicant  is  authorized  to  conduct  opera-  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Petroleum  kdA 

,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner  tions  in  Maryland  and  Virginia.  petroleum  products,  in  bulk.  In  taidc 

1.  HEARING:  July  9,  1958,  at  the  U.  S.  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of  theLake- 

7  (Sub  No.  81),  filed  May  Court  Rooms,  Richmond,  Va.,  before  Ex-  ton  Asphalt  Refining,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
jant:  SOUTHERN  TANK  aminer  James  C.  Cheseldine.  Laketon,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Ifieh- 

07  Bells  Lane,  Louisville,  No.  MC  110814  (Sub  No.  5) ,  filed  March  igan,  and  Ohio;  (2)  Asphalt  and  asphcM 
sought  to  operate  as  a  31,  1958.  Applicant:  W.  L.  LINKEN-  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles.  Iron 
•,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  HOGER,  G.  N.  LINKENHCXIER  AND  the  plant  site  of  American  Bitumuls  and 
i,  transporting:  Distilled  J.  L.  LINKENHOGER,  a  partnership.  Asphalt  Company,  at  or  near  ColumMa 
,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  doing  business  as  Wl^TERN  LINES,  Park,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana;  (3) 

,  to  Peekskill,  N.  Y.  Ap-  P.  O.  Box  2046,  Corpus  Christi,  Tex.  unfinished  blending  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
)rized  to  conduct  opera-  Applicant’s  representative:  A.  A.  Mar-  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of  American 
ama,  Florida,  Georgia,  shall,  305  Buder  Building.  St.  Louis  1,  Mo.  Bitumuls  and  Asphalt  Company,  at  or 
.,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Louisi-  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  near  Columbia  Park,  Ohio,  to  the  plant 
Minnesota,  Mississippi,  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  sitfe  of  the  Laketon  Asphalt  Refining, 
1  Carolina,  Ohio,  Ten-  routes,  transporting:  Ammonium  nif rate  Inc.,  at  or  near  Laketon,  Ind.  Applicant 
West  Virginia,  and  Wis-  fertilizer  (manufactured  fertilizers) ,  in  is  authorized  to  conduct  operatiems  in 

bags  or  in  bulk,  from  El  Dorado,  Ark.,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Ohio, 
uly  8,  1958,  at  the  OfBces  to  points  in  Kansas.  Louisiana,  New  Mex-  HEARING:  July  22,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
e  Commerce  Commission,  fco,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  and  empty  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
>.  C.,  before  Exanpner  containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa-  Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

u  XT  .iftN  .01  J  duties  used  in  transporting  the  above-  No.  MC  112145  (Sub  No.  4) ,  filed 
>05  (Sub  No.  40),  filed  described  commoditv  on  return  Annli-  28,1958.  Applicant:  CHARLES  SPUR- 
i.  AppUcant:  RDJGLE  LING,  1101  West  26th  Street.  Indlanap- 

I.  INC..  601  South  Grant  oils,  Ind.  AppUcant’s  attorney:  WUUam 

,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attor-  m  cont^CTs  from  Kansas  City,  j  Quenther,  1511-14  Fletcher  Trust 

Smith,  512  Illinois  Build-  Kans.,  to  points  in  Texas  on  and  west  of  Building,  Indianapolis,  md.  Authority 
>lis  4,  md.  Authority  TI.  S.  Highway  281  and  manufactured  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
ite  as  a  common  carrier,  fertilizer  from  Etter,  Tex.,  to  points  in  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes* 
lie,  over  irregular  routes,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  and  transporting;  Brick,  tile,  and  buUdiM 
Agricultural  machinery  Missouri.  block,  from  F’airdale,  B^.,  and  potati 
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within  flv«  (5)  miles  thereof,  to  points 
In  Indiana.  *  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
5J-nsport  similar  commodities  from  and 
Specified  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
uiehSan.  Ohio,  and  Kentucky. 

Hiring:  July  24,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
jotot  Boafd  No.  155,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be- 
iore  Examiner  Frank,  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  112617  (Sub  No.  43) ,  filed  May 
26  1958.  Applicant:  LIQUID  TRANS¬ 
PORTED.  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  5135,  Chero¬ 
kee  Station,  Louisville  5,  Ky.  Applicant’s 
attorneys:  Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz  and 
Gerald  L.  Phelps,  Munsey  Building, 
Washington  4,  D.  C.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Liquefied  petroleum  gas. 

In  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Picklin 
and  Kankakee,  Bl.,  and  points  with^i 
5  miles  of  each  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Kwitucky,  Ohio,  and  Missouri.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
In  Ohio,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  Maryland, 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  West 
Yir^nia,  Pennsylvania,  Indiana,  Michi- 
’  gan,  Illinois,  Tennessee,  Wisconsin,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Texas,  and 
Florida. 

HEARING:  June  19,  1958,  ini  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Alton  R.  Smith. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub  No.  15),  filed 
27,  1958.  Applicant:  EARL 
bray,  INO.  P.  O.  Box  910,  Linwood  and 
North  Streets,  Cushing,  Okla.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  wax,  in 
stainless  steel,  insulated  temperature 
controlled  tank  vehicles,  from  Ponca 
City,  CHda.,  to  all  points  in  Nebraska 
and  Iowa,  except  Sioux  City,  Iowa, 

^  and  empty  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 
cidental  facilities  used  in  transporting 
the  commodities  specified  in  this  appli¬ 
cation  on  return.  Applicant  is  author¬ 
ized  to  conduct  operations  in  Arkansas, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas. 

HEARING:  July  11,  1958,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 
before  Examiner  James  I.  Carr. 

No.  MC  112851  (Sub  No.  4),  filed  May 
9, 1958.  Applicant:  GEORGE  B.  REY¬ 
NOLDS,  doing  business  as  REYNOLDS 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  R.  R.  No.  1, 
(Jrawfordsville,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Robert  C.  Smith,  512  Illinois  Build¬ 
ing,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority 
sought -to- operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Clay  products,  (1)  from 
Brazil,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Iowa;  (2)  from 
(Jrawfordsville,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri,  Iowa,  Tennessee,  the  upper  Pen¬ 
insula  of  Michigan,  and  points  in  Ohio 
e»st  of  U.  S.  Highway  23;  and  (3)  from 
White  Hall,  Ill.,  to  Crawfordsville  and 
Brazil,  Ind.,  and  hrick,  from  Attica,  Ind. 
and  points  within  two  (2)  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  Wisconsin.  Damaged  or 
Tefected  shipments  of  clay  products  and 
brick,  on  return.  Applicant  is  authorized 


to  conduct  operations  In  Indiana, 
Illinois,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Missouri,  and  Michigan. 

HEARING:  July  25,  1958  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

No.  MC  112893  (Sub  No.  9),  filed  May 
12,  1958.  Applicant:  BULK  TRANS¬ 
PORT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  Cal¬ 
umet  Streeet,  Burlingtofl,  Wis.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Glenn  W.  Stephens,  121 
West  Doty  Street,  Madison  3,  Wis. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Elk  Grove  Township,  Cook  County,  HI. 
(excluding  points  within  the  Chicago, 
Ill.  Commercial  Zone) .  to  points  in 
Wisconsin.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
conduct  operations  in  Indiana  and 
Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  July  23,  1958,  in  Room 
852,  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South 
Canal  Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  13,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board 
waives  its  right  to  participate,  before 
^aminer  David  Waters. 

No.  MC  114061  (Sub  No.  3),  filed  May 
6,  1958.  Applicant:  HARRY  SCHNEI¬ 
DER  AND  ROSE  SCHNEIIDER,  doing 
business  as  SCHNEIDER’S  TRANSFER 
COMPANY,  201  East  Second  Street, 
Richmond,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Hepry  E.  Ketner,  State-Planters  Bank 
Building,  Richmond  19,  Va.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  rodtes, 
transporting:  Ice  cream  und  sherbert 
confections,  and  ice  cream,  from  Rich¬ 
mond,  Va.,  to  Lewisburg  and  Beckley, 
W.  Va.,  and  used  empty  containers  on 
return.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  con¬ 
duct  operations  in  Virginia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  July  10,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Richmond,  Va.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  245,  or,  if  the  Joint 
BoaM  waives  its  right  to  participate, 
before  Examiner  James  C.  Cheseldine. 

No.  MC  114592  (Sub  No.  2).  filed  May 
9,  1958.  Applicant:  EARL  MICHAUD, 
133  Birch  Street,  Kingsford,  Mich.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  attorney:  Michael  D.  O’Hara, 
Spies  Building,  Menominee,  Mich.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages, 
between  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and  Stephen¬ 
son,  Mich.;  and  (2)  carbonated  soft 
drink  beverages,  in  glass  containers  only, 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 
cidental  facilities  used  in  transporting 
the  named  commodities,  between  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other.  Calumet  and  Escanaba,  Mich. 
Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport  malt 
beverages  from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  Cal¬ 
umet,  Escanaba,  Ishpeming,  Iron  Moun¬ 
tain,  and  Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich.,  and 
empty  malt  beverage  containers  on  re¬ 
turn. 

HEARING:  July  15,  1958,  at  the  Olds 
Hotel.  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Joint  Board 
No.  95,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
rights  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
David  Waters. 

No.  MC  115322  (Sub  No.  8),  filed  April 
8,  1958.  Applicant:  J.  M.  BLYTHE,  do¬ 


ing  business  as  j.  M.  BLYTHE  MOTOR 
LINES,  1303  French  Avenue,  P.  O.  Box 
489,  Sanford,  Fla.  Applicant’s  attorney : 
Frank  B.  Hand,  Jr.,  Transportation 
Building,  Washington  6,  D.  C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  meat,  from  Boston^ 
Mass.,  to  Cheatham  Annex  Depot  near 
Williamsburg,  Va.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Florida,  New  York,  Virginia,  Nmrth 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Alabama. 

HEARING:  July  11,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  and  Couit,  House  Building, 
Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner  C.  Evans  > 
Brooks. 

No^MC  115379  (Sub  No.  2),  filed  May 
21,  1958.  Applicant:  JOHN  D.  BOHR, 
JR.,  R.  D.  No.  2,  Annville,  Pa.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Christian  V.  Graf,  11 
North  Front  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Sand,  from  points 
in  Cecil  County,  Md.,  to  p^ts  in  Lan¬ 
caster  County,  Pa.,  and  from  points  in 
Caroline  County,  Md.,  to  points  in  Leba¬ 
non,  Dauphin,  and  Lancaster  Counties, 
Pa.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  transport 
limestone,  limestone  products  and  sand 
in  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  and  Dela¬ 
ware. 

HEARING:  July  10, 1958,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Ccmimerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner 
Walter  R.  Lee. 

No.  MC  115952  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  April 
10,  1958.  Applicant:  A.  C.  MILLER, 
P.  O.  Box  104,  Rodney,  Ontario,  Canada. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Wilhelmina 
Boersma,  2850  Penobscot  Building,  De¬ 
troit  26,  Mich.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Rough  lumber  and  damaged  and 
rejected  shipments  of  rough  lumber,  be¬ 
tween  ports  of  entry  on  t^e  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  at  or  near  Detroit 
and  Port  Huron,  Mich.,  and  Buffalo, 
N.  Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio, 
Indiana,  and  West  Virginia,  and  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  and  those  in  Michigan  except 
Detroit  and  points  in  the  Detroit,  Mich., 
Commercial  2^pe,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission.  Applicant  is  authorized  to 
transport  rough  lumber  in  Michigan. 

Note:  Duplication  wltb  present  authority 
to  be  eliminated. 

HEARING:  July  9,  1958,  at  the  Fed- 
etal  Building,  Detroit,  Mich.,  before 
Hkaminer  David  Waters. 

No.  MC  116075  (Sub  No.  1) ,  filed^pril 
29,  1958.  Applicstnt:  SAMUEL  E. 
NUnLE  AND  LEO  RABINOWITZ,  do¬ 
ing  business  ^  as  NU-RAY  TRUCKING 
CO.,  41  Fredericks,  Avenue,  Hawthorne, 
N.  J.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  darrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting;  Used 
iMking  pans  for  cleaning  and  reglazing, 
between  Fair  Lawn,  N.  J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Rhode 
Island  and  Massachusetts,  also  points 
located  in  that,  part  of  Maine  on.  south 
and  west  of  a  line4>eginning  at  Portland. 
Maine,  and  extending  along  U.  3.  High- 
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way  302  to  its  junction  with  Maine  High-  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Jersey, "  New 
way  35  at  Naples,  Maine,  thence  north-  Mexico,  North  Carolina,  Oklahoma,  Ore- 
ward  along  Maine  Highway  35  to  its  gon.  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
junction  with  Maine  Highway  5  at  Tennessee,  Texas,  Washington,  West  Vir- 
Lynchville,  Maine,  thence  northward  ginia,  and  Wisconsin, 
along  Maine  Highway  5  to  its  junction  HEARING:  July  23,  1958,  at  the  Fed- 
with  U.  S.  Highway  2  at  Bethel,  Maine,  eral  Office  Building,  Franklin  and  Fan- 
thence  westward  along  U.  S.  Highway  2  nin  Streets,  Houston,  Tex.,  before  Ex- 
to  the  Maine-New  Hmnpshire  State  line ;  aminer  James  I.  Carr, 
those  points  in  New  Hampshire  on  and  No.  MC  116077  (Sub  No.  42),  filed 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  April  21, 1958.  Applicant:  ROBERTSON 
Hampshire-Maine  State  line  and  ex-  TANK  UNES,  INC.,  5700  Polk  Avenue, 
tending  along  U.  S.  Highway  2  to  the  Houston,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
New  Hampshire-Vermont  State  line;  Charles  D.  Mathews  and  Thomas  K 
those  points  in  Vermoiit,  on,  south  and  James,  P.  O.  Box  858,  Austin,  Tex.  Au- 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Vermont-  thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
New  Hampshire  State  line  and  extend-  carrier,  by  motor  vehicles,  over  irregular 
ing  along  U.  S.  Highway  2  to  its  junction  routes,  transportii^ :  Sulphur,  in  bulk, 
with  U.  S.  Highway  7  at  Burlington,  in  specialized  equipment,  from.  Cfincin- 
Vermont,  thence  northward  along  U.  S.  nati,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana.  Appli- 
Highway  7  to  its  junction  with  Vermont  cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
Highway  104  at  Swanton,  Vermont,  in  Texas,  Louisiana,  Arkansas,  Missis- 
thence  westward  along  Vermont  High-  sippi,  Oklahoma,  New  Mexico,  Idaho, 
way  104  to  the  Vermont-New  York  State  Oregon,  Washington,  Alabama,  Colorado, 
line;  and  those  points  in  New  York,  on,  Florida,  Tennessee,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
and  encompass^  within  a  line  begin-  Georgia,  and  Illinois, 
ning  at  the  New  York-Vermont  State  HEARING:  July  15,  1958,  at  the  New 
line  and  extending  along  U.  S.  Highway  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
11  through  Potsdam  and  Watertown,  before  Joint  Board  No.  208,  or,  if  the 
N.  Y.,  to  its  junction  with  New  York  Joint  Board  waives  its  right  to  partici- 
Highway  13  at  Pulaski,  N.  Y.,  thence  pate,  before  Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltz- 
westward  along  New  York  Highway  13  man. 

to  its  junction  with  New  York  Highway  no.  MC  116230  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  May 
3  at  Port  Ontario,  N.  Y.,  thence  south-  5,  1958,  Applicant:  DON  D.  BECKER, 
ward  along  New  York  Highway  3  to  its  1500  Wilkinson  Avenue,  Marquette, 
junction  with  New  York  Highway  69  at  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Michael  D. 
Mexico,  N.  Y.,  thence  eastward  on  New  O’Hara,  Spies  Building,  Menominee, 
York  Highway  69  to  its  junction  with  Mich.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
New  York  Highway  5  at  Utica,  N.  Y.,  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
thence  New  York  Highway  5  to  its  junc-  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bev- 
tion  with  New  York  Highway  2  at  Albany,  erages,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  Glad- 
N.  Y.,  thence  eastward  on  New 'York  stone  and  Manistique,  Mich.,  and  empty 
Highway  2  to  the  New  York-Massachu-  containers  or  other  such  incidental  fa- 
setts  State  line.  Applicant  is  author-  cilities  (not  specified)  used  in  transport- 
ized  to  transport  sunilar  commodities  in  jug  malt  beverages  on  return.  Applicant 
New  Jersey,  Connecticut,  and  Pennsyl-  js  authorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
vania.  Michigan  and  Wisconsin. 

HEARING:  July  18,  1958,  at  346  HEARING:  July  15,  1958,  at  the  Olds 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Jjefore  Ex-  Hotel,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Joint  Board 
aminer  Isadore  Freidson.  Ho.  95,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 

No.  MC  116077  (Sub  No.  41),  filed  right  to  participate,  before  Examiner 
March  31,  1958.  Applicant:  ROBERT-  David  Waters. 

SON  tank  LINES,  INC.,  5700  Polk  Ave-  no.  MC  116483  (Sub  No.  2) .  filed  May  5, 
nue,  Houston,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attor-  1958,  Applicant:  ED  JOHNSON,  3101 
neys:  Charles  D.  Mathews  and  Thomas  Tenth  Street,  Menominee.  Mich.  Appli- 
E.  James*- P.  O.  Box  858,  Austin,  Tex.  cant’s  attorney:  Michael  D.  O’Hara,  Spies 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  Building,  Menominee,  Mich.  Authorit^i 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  and  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
petroleum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve-  transporting:  Forest  products,  includine 
hides,  from  pointe  in  Texas  on  and  west  lumber  (expressly  excluding  plywood,  di- 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Oklahoma-  mension  stock  and  built-up  wood),  from 
•ii^xas  State  line  on  U.  S.  Highway  77,  points  in  Menominee,  Dickinson,  Luce 
thence  south  to  Denton,  thence  on  U.  S.  Marquette,  and  Alger  Counties,  Mich.,  tc 
Highway  377  to  Port  Worth,  thence  soutJi  points  in  Wisconsin.  Applicant  is  au- 
on  U.  S.  Highway  81,  through  Hillsboro,  thorized  to  transport  lumber,  logs 
Waco,  Temple,  and  Austin,  to  San  An-  wooden  posts  and  poles,  from  points  ir 
tonio,  thence  west  on  U.  S.  Highway  90,  ciogebic.  Iron,  Ontonagon,  Baraga,  anc 
through  Hondo,  Uvalde,  and  Del  Rio,  to  Houghton  Counties,  Mich.,  to  points  ir 
the  International  boundary  between  Wisconsin. 

Te^^  and  Mexico,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  HEARING:  July  16,  1958,  at  the  Olds 
D)ulsiana.  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Ala-  Hotel,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before  Joint  Boarc 
bama,  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  No.  95,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its 
Carolina,  and  Florida.  Applicant  is  au-  right  to  participate,  before  Examinei 
thorized  to  transport  certain  commodi-  David  Waters. 

ties  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles  in  Alabama,  No.  MC  116773  (Sub  No.  1) ,  filed  Mard 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  13,  1958.  Applicant:  HALTOM  I 

Connecticut,  Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  GREER,  INC.,  P.  O.  Box  662,  Nacog- 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken-  doches,  Tex.  Applicant’s  attorney; 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Francis  I.  Tucker,  P.  O.  Box  662,  Nacog- 
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Washington,  D.  C.,  before  Examiner 

nAPfip  ffRrrison* 

**^MC  117111  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  May 
-  1958.  Applicant:  MILDRED  VIR¬ 
GINIA  TALMIY,  Route  3,  Beaverdam, 
Vft  Applicant’s  attorney:  Henry  E. 
fttner  State  Planters  Bank  Building, 
^chmond  19,  Va.  Authority  sought  to 
doerate  as  a  contract  carrier^  by  motor 
vSicle  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
tag-  jlmenite  minerals,  in  bulk,  in  loose 
bai  shipments,  and  in  bag  pallets  imits, 
from  Beaverdam  District,  Hanover  Coun¬ 
ty  Va.,  to  Ashland,  Va.,  on  traffic  having 
^bsequent  movement  by  rail  to  points 
outside  Virginia. 

hearing:  July  10,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
Court  Rooms,  Ricjimond,  Va.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  108,  or,  if  the  Joint 
Boarf  waives  its  right  to  participate 
before  Examiner  James  C.  Cheseldine. 

No,  MC  117183  (Sub  No.  1) ,  filed  April 
29  19B8.  Applicant:  WESTBORO  FOR¬ 
WARDING  CORP.,  1651  Webster  Avenue, 
Bronx,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Mor¬ 
ris  Honig,  150  Broadway,  New  York  38, 
N.  Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
jnegular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Syrups,  in  cans,  in  cartons,  and  in  drums, 
from  Lodi,  N.  J.,  to  Yonkers  and  New 
Yoit,  N.  Y.,  and  points  in  Nassau  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  N.  Y.;  (2)  JVon-oZco- 
hoHc  beverages,  in  bottles,  in  cases,  and 
in  cans  in  cartons,  from  New  York,  N.  Y., 
to  Lodi,  N.  J.,  and  empty  containers, 
cans,  drums,  cartons,  cases  and  skids 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  used  in 
transporting  the  above  commodities  on 
return. 

HEARING:  July  18,  1958,  at  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Isadore  Preidson. 

No.  MC  117309,  filed  March  28,  1958. 
AK)licant;  WALTER  GAGNE,  32  Octave 
Street,  Victoriaville,  (S^uebec,  Canada. 
Ai8>licant’s  representative:  L.  R.  Char- 
ron,  L  R.  Charron,  Inc.,  4-B  Boulevard 
Carignan,  Victoriaville,  Quebec,  Canada. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  niotor  vehicle,  over  ir- 
r^ar  routes,  transporting:  Agricul¬ 
tural  implements,  machinery,  arid  parts, 
when~  shipped  with  agricultural  imple¬ 
ments  or  machinery,  from  the  site  of 
New  Holland  Machine  (Company’s  plants 
located  at  New  Holland,  Lancaster, 
Mountville,  and  Belleville,  Pa.,  to  points 
and  ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  Line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  in  New  Hampshire, 
New  York,  and  Vermont,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental 
f acuities  (not  specified)  used  in  trans- 
pmiiing  the  commodities  specified  in 
this  application. 

Hots:  Applicant  states  on  return  trips  its 
own  manufacture  products  (wooden  discs) 
•lao  will  be  delivered  to  Lancaster,  Pa.  Ap¬ 
plicant  further  states  the  proposed  trans¬ 
portation  service  is  directly  and  without 
transfer  to  points  located  in  the  Province  of 
Quebec,  Canady,  for  direct  delivery  to  New 
Holland  Machine  Company’s  representatives. 

HEARING:  July  24, 1958,  at  the  Wash¬ 
ington  County  Court  House,  Montpelier, 
Vt.,  before  Examiner  C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  117310.  filed  March  31,  1958. 
Applicant:  PRANK  C.  CICIONI,  117 
West  Washington  Street,  Shenandoah, 
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Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Leonard  C. 
Schumack,  100  South  Main  street, 
Shenandoah,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cinder  block,  from  points  in  Schuyl--' 
kill  County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  Delaware,  and  Maryland; 
terracota  pipe,  from  points  in  New  Jersey 
to  points  in  Schuylkill  County,  Pa.; 
calcium  chloride,  from  Solvay,  N.  Y.,  to 
points  in  Schuylkill  County,  Pa.;,  raps, 
between  points  in  Schuylkill  Ccbnty, 
Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  Ohio,  Michigan, 
Rhode  Island,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  and  metasilicate,  from  points  in 
New  York  and  New  Jersey  to  points  in 
Schuylkill  County,  Pa. 

HEARING:  July  9,  1958,  at  the  Penn 
Sherwood  Hotel,  3900  Chestnut  Street, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  before  Examiner 
Isadore  Freidson. 

No.  MC  117329,  filed  AprU  19,  1958. 
Applicant:  JOHN  M.  CONDON,  37 
Sawyer  Street,  Methuen,  Mass.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Metal  and  metal 
products,  between  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts, 
Connecticut,  Rhode  Island,  and  New 
York. 

HEARING:  July  22,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  and  Court  House  Building, 
Boston,  Mass.,  before  Examiner  C.  Elvans 
Brooks. 

No.  MC  117332  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  April 
17, 1958.  AppUcant :  SMITH  &  JORDAN 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  19-60 
41st  Btreet,  Long  Island  City  5,  N.  Y. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  H. 
Trasrford,  155  Ekist  40th  Street,  New  York, 
16,  N.  Y.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Glues,  ad¬ 
hesives,  starch,  dextrine,  gums,  latex,  and 
plastisol,  and  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  to  manufacture  the  fore¬ 
going  commodities,  between  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  and  the  plant  sites  of  Morningstar 
&  Paisley  located  at  Bloomfield  Avenue, 
Clifton,  N.  J.,  and  Fourth  and  Utter 
Avenues,  Hawthorne,  N.  J. 

HEARING:  July  7, 1958,  at  346  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  117338,  filed  AprU  14,  1958. 
Applicant:  EARL  RAY,  27360  Barkman, 
RosevUle,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
william  R.  Hefferan,  1419-25  Majestic 
Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Brick  and  tile,  from  points 
in  Indiana  and  Ohio,  and  from  Darling¬ 
ton  (Beaver  County),  Bessemer,  Beaver 
Falls,  and  New  Brighton,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  Michigan,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not  spec¬ 
ified)  used  in  transporting  brick  and 
tUe  on  return. 

HEARING:  July  9, 1958,  at  the  Federal 
BuUding,  Detroit,  Mich.,  b^ore  Examiner 

No.  MC  117340  (Amendment),  filed 
April  14,  1958,  published  in  the  Federal 
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REGiSTBt  May  28, 1958,  af  page  3681.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  TRIO  BUTCHERS  TRUCKENG 
CORP.,  636  West  131st  Street,  New  York 
27,  N.  Y.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  H.  Trayford,  155  East  40th 
Street,  New  York  16,.^N.  Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meats  and  packing-house 
products,  as  defiined  by  the  Commission 
in  61  M.  C.  C.  209,  Appendix  I,  Para¬ 
graphs  A  and  B,  from  Newark'and  Eliza¬ 
beth,  N.  J.,  and  Yonkers,  N.  Y.,  to  New 
RocheUe,  Scarsdale,  Broiuc,  Monticello, 
Yorktown  Heights,  Greenburg,  HewUtt, 
Roslyn,  Flushing,  Bayside,  Yonkers, 
Larchmond,  Pelham,  Harrison,  White 
Plains,  Hartsdale,  Mamaroneck,  Mouiit 
Vernon,  Ardsley,  Bi’iftrcliff  Manor,  Long 
Beach,  BronxvUle^  Pelham.  Manor,  Tuck- 
ahoe,  Cedarhurst,  Rye,  Spring  Valley, 
Elmsford,  and  Great  Neck,  N.  Y.,  and 
Stamford  and  Greenwich,  Conn.,  ^nd 
rejected  returned  and  damaged  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  above^described  comfnodi- 
ties  and  meat  hooks  belonging  to  the 
shipper  on  return. 

Non:  Applicant  states  that  the  above 
transportation  wiU  be  under  an  individual 
contract  with  the  Daitch  Crystal  Dairies, 
Inc.  providing  for  the  furnishing  of  vehicles 
with  drivers  for  the  exclusive  use  of  the  con¬ 
tracting  shipper  serving  the  stores  and  ware¬ 
house  of  the  contracting  shipper., 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
2,  1958,  at  346  Broadway,  New  Ym‘k, 
N.  Y.,  before  Examiner  C.  Evans  Brooks. 

No.  MC  117344,  filed  April  16,  1958. 
Applicant:  ’THE  MAXWELL  <X)..  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  2200  Glendale-Milford  Road, 
Cincinnati  15,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Herbert  Baker,  50  West  Broad 
Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  or  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  nver  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
sweetening,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,.  (1) 
from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  Cincinnati,  Ohio; 
and  (2)  from  C^incinnati,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  'Indiana  and  Kentucky;  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental  facil¬ 
ities  (not  specified)  used  in  transporting 
liquid  shortening  from  the  above-speci¬ 
fied  destination  points  to  the  above- 
specified  origin  points. 

Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  Instituted 
under  section  212  (c)  in  No.  MC  50404  (Sub 
No.  55)  to  determine  whether  applicant’ll 
status  is  that  of  a  common  or  contract 
carrier. 

HEARING:  July  16,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohk>,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

.  No.  MC  117344  (Sub  No.  3),  filed  May 
21,  1958.  Applicant:  THE  MAXWELL 
CO.,  a  Corporation,  2200  Glendale-Mil¬ 
ford  Road,  Cincinnati  15,  Ohio.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Herbert  Baker,  50  West 
Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  ifaotor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Adds  and  chem¬ 
icals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  frcan  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio,  to  points  in  K^tucky, 
except  joints  in  Jefferson  Coimty,  Ky.« 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  in¬ 
cidental  facilities  used  in  transporting 
acids  and  chemicals,  on  return.  Appli¬ 
cant  is  authorized  to  conduct  operations 
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NOTICES 


as  a  contract  carrier  in  Permit  No.  MC  Chicago  3,  HI.  Authority  sought  to  op- 
50404  and  sub-numbers  thereunder.  erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve- 

KOI.:  A  proMMlng  lu.  b«n  Ipstltutrf 

under  section  213  (c),, No.  MC  60404  sub  No.  Bulk  cement.  In  tank  vehicles,  from 
65,  to  determine  whether  applicant’s  status  BuflBngton,  Ind.,  to  Algonquin,  Bloom- 
is  that  of  a  contract  or  common  carrier.  ingdale,  Chicago,  Lockport,  Mundelein, 

Trr.AT>,u.Tj^.  T  ...V  lo  10C0  -KTcrer  Palatine,  Ill.,  and  to  points  in  Cook, 

o  ‘  i Lake,  DuPage,  McHenry,  Kane,  and  Will 

Post  Office  BuildinSf  Columbus,  Ohio,  be*  OnuT^tip^  Til 

^re  Joint  Board  Na  3^  or,  H  the  Jomt  HEARING:  July  30, 1958,  in  Room  852, 
^ard  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be-  ^  g  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 

ivyrov  Street,  Chicago,  HI.,  before  Joint  Board 
Or,  if  the  Joiot  Board  waives  its 

Va  ^  participate,  before  Examiner 

CO.,  a  Corporation,  2200  Glendale-Mil-  waters.  • 

ford  Road,  Cinci^ati  15,  Ohio.  Appli-  117387,  filed  May  9,  1958.  Ap- 

cant  s  attorney :  Herbert  BakCT,  50  West  p^cant:  LOWELL  L.  TREPFERT, 
^oad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Au-  pranksville,  Wis.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
thority  ^ught  to  operate  as  a  common  ^  Gramza,  Above  the  Bank  of 

earner,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  pranksville,  FranksviUe,  Wis.  Authority 
routes,  transporting:  Detergent  alkylate  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 

act^  and  c/iemtcoZs  except  serene  and  py  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 

UquW  resim,  m  bulk,  in  t^k  vehicles,  transporting:  Bottled  and  packaged  malt 
from  CmciMati,  Ohio,  to  Chicago,  Ill.,  ly^verage  products,  and  empty  containers 
and  St.  horns,  Mo.,  and  empty  containers  other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
or  other  such  incidental  facihti^  used  specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
in  tr^portmg  the  above-specified  com-  above-specified  commodities,  between 
modities,  on  return.  Applicant  is  au-  g^  ^0^^  and  South  Bend.  Ind.,  on 

thorized  to  conduct  o^ratio^  as  a  con-  Racine 

tract  carrier  m  Permit  No.  MC  50404  and  Kenosha  Wis. 

sub-numbers  thereunder.  HEARING :  July  30, 1958,  in  Room  852, 

Note:  A  proceeding  has  been  instituted  U.  S.  Custom  House,  610  South  Canal 
under  section  212  (c)  in  No.  MC  50404  Sub  street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Examiner 
No.  65  to  determine  whether  applicant’s  jjavid  Waters. 

stat^  is  that  of  a  contract  or  common  No.  MC  117389,  filed  May  12, 1958.  Ap- 
"  plicant:  PA'TRICK  J.  FITZGERALD, 

HEARING:  June  24,  1958,  in  Room  JAMES  FITZGERALD,  THOMAS  M. 
712,  Federal  Building,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  FTTZGETIALD,  JR.,  DONALD  J.  FITZ- 
before  Examiner  Lacy  W.  Hinely.  GERALD  .CATHERINE  B.  FTTZ- 

No.  MC  117379,  filed  May  5,  1958.  Ap-  GERALD,  ANNA  MARGARET  PROUT, 
plicant:  VINCENT  J.  PRIOLO,  doing  AND  JOAN  BECXERICH,  a  Partnership, 
business  as  LIBNY  PIGEON  TRAINING,  doing  business  as  THE  FITZGERALD 
66  Wright  Avenue,  Deer  Park,  N.  Y.  Ap-  COMPANY,  214  East  St.  Clair  Street, 
plicant’s  attorney:  Alfred  S.  KofBer,  444  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Main  Street,  Islip,  N.  Yi  Authority  Thomas  F.  Quinn,  Odd  Fellows  Building, 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier.  Suite  714,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Author- 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  a  regular  route,  ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car- 
transporting:  Homing  pigeons,  and  rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
empty  containers  or  other  such  inci-  routes,  transporting:  Beer,  in  metal  and 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in  glass  containers,  from  Newport,  Ky.,  to 
transporting  homing  pigeons,  between  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Deer  Park,  N.  Y.,  and  Cresson,  Pa.,  as  HEARING:  July  24,  1958,  at  the  U.  S. 
follows:  from  Deer  Park  over  unnum-  Court  Rooms,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before 
bered  highway  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  Joint  Board  No.  208,  or,  if  the  Joint 
^7,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway  27  to  junc-  Board  waives  its  right  to  participate,  be- 
tion  Van  Wyck  Expressway,  thence  over  fore  Examiner  Frank  R.  Saltzman. 

Van  Wyck  Expressway  to  jimction  Long  No.  MC  117398,  filed  May  16, 1958.  Ap- 
Island  Expressway,  thence  over  Long  plicant:  JOSEPH  CORY,  doing  business 
Island  Expressway  to  Williamsburg  as  RAPID  CARRIERS  &  DISTRIBU- 
Bridge,  thence  over  Williamsburg  Bridge  TORS,  1000  Dean  Street,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. 
and  Delaney  Street  to  Holland  Tunnel,  Applicant’s  attorney:  Morris  Honig,  150 
thence  through  -Holland  Tunnel  and  Broadway,  New  York  38,  N.  Y.  Au- 
over  U.  S.  'Truck  Highway  1-9  to  junction  thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
U.  S.  Highway  22,  and  thence  over  U.  S.  carrier,  by  motor- vehicle,  over  irregular 
Highway  22  to  Cresson,  and  return  over  routes,  transporting:  New  furniture, 
the  same  route,  serving  the  intermediate  from  New  York,  N.  Y.  to  points  in  New 
points  of  Union,  N.  J.,  and  Fogelsville  York,  New  Jersey,  and  Connecticut  with- 
and  Harrisburg,  Pa.„  and  the  off -route  in  35  miles  of  New  York,  N.  Y. 
points  of  Somerville,  N.  J.,  and  Lebanon  note:  Applicant  states  that  it  now  holds 
and  Mount  Union,  Pa.  ^  common  carrier  authority  to  transport  new 

HEARING:  July  18,  1958,  at  346  furniture  from  New  York,  N.  Y.,  to  points 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Ex-  ^ew  York  and  l^w  Jersey  ^thin  35  miles 
T  J  u-._  -J  of  New  York,  N.  Y.,  in  Certificate  No.  MC 

aminer  Isadore  Freidson.  89377.  He  win  consent  ,  to  the  revocation  of 

No.  MC  117381,  filed  May  5,  1958.  Ap-  said  certificate  upon  the  issuance  of  a  Per- 
plicant:  CELLI  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  nalt  as  requested. 

a  Corporation,  3521  Lake  Street,  Melrose  HEARING:  July  28, 1958,  at  346  Broad- 
Paxk,  HI.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Irving  way.  New  York,  N.  Y.,  before  Examiner 
Stillerman,  19  South  La  Salle  Street,  Isadore  Freidson. 


MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGBlS 

No.  MC  6344  (Sub  No.  4),  filed  Am 
16,  1958.  Applicant:  JOHN  W.  TUR¬ 
NER,  doing  business  as  Turner 
MOTOR  COACH  SERVICE,  301  Dm 
Street,  Fitchburg,  Mass.  Applicant’* 
attorney:  Mary  E.  Kelley,  10  Tremont 
Street.  Boston  8,  Mass.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport- 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  faj 
special  round-trip  operations,  restri^ 
to  the  transportation  of  passengers  who 
at  the  time  are  travelling  for  the  purpose 
of  participating  in  games  commonly  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  Beano  or  Bingo 
beginning  and  'ending 
Winchendon,  Templeton, 


games,' 
at  Gardner, 

.  Marlboro! 
Maynard,  Hudson,  Fitchburg,  CHinton, 
Leominster,  Groton,  Ayer,  Westford 
(Middlesex  County!,  Athol,  and  Peter¬ 
sham,  Mass.,  and  extending  to  Keene, 
N.  H.  Applicant  is  authorized  to  conduct 
operations  in' Arizona,  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Rorida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Maitm! 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michigan, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New  York! 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oregon,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Vermont, 
ginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wyo¬ 
ming,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

HEARING:  July  15,  1958,  at  the  New 
Post  OflBce  and  Court  House  Building, 
Boston,  Mass.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
20,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right 
to  participate,  before  Examiner  C.  Evans 
Brooks. 

No.  MC  67925  (Sub  No.  1),  filed  April 
17,  1958.  Applicant:  WILLIAMS  VAL¬ 
LEY  'TRANSPORTA'nON  COMPANY, 
a  corporation,  226  West  Market  Street, 
Williamstown,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Christian  V.  Graf,  11  North  Pnmt 
Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transpeni- 
ing :  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  (1)  be¬ 
tween  Millersburg,  Pa.,  and  Muir,  Pa, 
from  Millersburg  over  U.  S.  Highway  209 
through  Elizabethville,  Lykens,  Tower 
City  and  Reinerton,  Pa.,  to  Muir,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points,  and  (2)  between 
Loyal  ton.  Pa.,  and  Tower  City,  Pa.,  from 
Loyalton  over  U.  S.  Highway  209  to  junc¬ 
tion  unnumbered  highway,  thence  over 
unnumbered  highway  through  Wiconisco 
and  Williamstown,  Pa.,  to  junction  U.  S. 
Highway  209,  thence  over  U.  S.  Highway 
209  to  Tower  City,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  Wiconisco  and  Wil¬ 
liamstown,  Pa.,  as  intermediate  points. 

HEARING:  July  8,  1958,  at  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Public  Utility  Commission, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  before  Joint  Board  Na 
65,  or,  if  the  Joint  Board  waives  its  right 
to  participate,  before  Examiner  Isadore 
Freidson. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Is  Requested 

motor  carriers  of  property 

No.  MC  113024  (Sub  No.  3).  filed  May 
16,  1958.  Applicant:  ARLINGTON 
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inHN  WILLIAMS,  doing  business  as  A. 

T  WnilAMS,  152  Killoran  Drive,  New- 
istle  Del*  Applicant’s  attorney:  Sam- 
Si  w  Eamshaw,  The  Munsey  Building. 
^Lhiigton  4,  D.  C.  Authdrity  sought 
to  (merate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trans- 
Mrting:  Clothing,  dry  goods,  drugs, 
mididnes,  toilet  preparations,  diaper 
display  stands,  materials  and  sup- 
hies  va^d  in  the  manufacture  of  sevm 
and  latex  products,  including  packing 
and  packaging  materials  therefor.  (A) 
between  Dover,  Del.,  and  points  within 
fife  miles  thereof,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  points 
in  Coweta,  Pulton,  Meriwether,  and 
Troup  Counties,  Ga.;  Lafayette,  Ala., 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  Chicago,  Ill.,  Laredo, 
Tex.,  and  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  (B)  be¬ 
tween  Lafayette,  Ala.,  and  points  in 
Coweta,  Meriwether,  and  Troup  Coim- 
ties,  Ga.,  on  the  one  hand  and,  on  the 
•other,  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.;  and  (C)  between  points  in  Coweta, 
Pulton,  Meriwether,  and  Troup.Coimties, 
Ga.,  and  Lafayette,  Ala.  Applicant  in¬ 
dicates  the  proposed  transportation  is  to 
be  performed  for  International  Latex 
Corporaticm. 

No.  MC  116111  (Sub  3),  filed  May  19, 
1958.  Applicant:  CHARLES  S.  REA¬ 
VES,  doing  business  as  NORTH  KANSAS 
CITY  TOW  SERVICE,  1114  Swift  Ave¬ 
nue,  North  Kansas  City,  Mo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  William  Harrison  Nor¬ 
ton,  Suite  205,  Pioneer  Building,  Armour 
at  Swift),  North  Kansas  City,  Mo.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
comer,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wrecked,  disabled 
or  repossessed  motor  vehicles,  by  tow- 
away  wrecker  truck,  between  points  in 
the  Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kansas  City, 
Sans.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Missouri,  Iowa, 
Nebraska,  and  Oklahoma.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations .  in 
Uissouii,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma, 
and  Kansas. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  1501  (Sub  No.  148) ,  filed  May 
20.  1958.  Applicant:  'THE  GREY¬ 
HOUND  CORPORA’nON,  5600  Jarvis 
Avenue,  Chicago  31,  Ill.  Applicant’s  at- 
twney:  Earl  A.  Bagby,  Market  and  Fre¬ 
mont  Streets,  San  Francisco  5,  Calif. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
nnites,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
,  their  baggage,  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  1.  Proposed  revision  of  original 
*heet  No.  41,  1.2  Requested  Certificate 
revisions:  2.5  Between  Hollywood  and 
P&sadena,  Calif.,  from  junction  De- 
Lmgpre  Avenue  and  Vine  Street,  -Holly¬ 
wood,  over  Vine  Street  to  Sunset  Boule¬ 
vard  to  Western  Avenue  to  Los  Feliz 
Boulevard  to  Brand  Boulevard,  Glendale, 
thence  over  Brand  Boulevard  to  junction 
California  Highway  134^  thence  over 
Califomia  Highway  134  to  Pasadena,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  1.3  Related 


authorized  routes;  The  proposed  route 
connects  with  Route  210  at  Hollywood, 
and  with  Route  257  at  Pasadena,  pro¬ 
posed  route  hits  not.  been  applied  for.  2. 
Proposed  revision  of  proposed  original 
sheet  No.  48A.  2.2  Requested  certificate 
revisions:  Pursuant  to  the  foregoing,  (a) 
Establish  the  following  additional  reg¬ 
ular  route:  263.  Between  Long  Beach 
and  Santa  Ana,  Calif.,  from  Long  Beach 
over  California  Highway  22  to  Century 
Boulevard  to  Verano  Street  to  Westmin¬ 
ster  Boulevard  to  17th  Street,  thence  over 
17th  Street  to  Main  Street,  Santa  Ana, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  (b)  Els- 
tablish  the  following  additional  regular 
route:  263-A.  Between  Tustin  and  Olive 
Junction:  from  Tustin  over  Califomia 
Highway  55  to  junction  U.  S.  Highway  91 
(Oliver  Junction) .  2.3  Related  author¬ 
ized  routes:  (a)  Proposed  route  263  con¬ 
nects  at  Long  Beach  with  routes  218  and 
230,  with  Route  231  at  Seal  Beach,  and 
with  Route  232  at  Santa  Ana.  (b)  Pro¬ 
posed  route  263-A  connects  with  Route 
232  at  Tustin,  and  with  Route  237  at 
Olive  Junction.  Applicant  will  serve  all 
intermediate  points  on  the  above  pro¬ 
posed  routes. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  above  au¬ 
thority  Is  proposed  to  be  Incorporated  In  the 
designated  revised  or  added  sheets  to  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC  1501  Sub  138.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations  through¬ 
out  the  United  States. 

No.  MC  1501  (Sub  No.  149) ,  filed  May 

22. 1958.  Applicant:  'THE  GREYHOUND 
CORPORATION,  5600  Jarvis  Avenue, 
Chicago,  m.  Applicant’s  attorneys: 
Oambrell,  Harlan,  Russell,  Moye  &  Rich¬ 
ardson,  Suite  825  The  Citizens  &  South¬ 
ern  National  Bank  Building,  Atlanta  3. 
Ga.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
a  regular  route,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  mail,  express  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Valdosta,  Ga.,  and 
Tifton,  Ga.,  from  Valdosta  over  Georgia 
Highway  125.  to  Tifton,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  the  intermediate 
points  of  Bemiss,  Barretts,  Ray  City,  Al- 
lenville,  and  Nashville,  Ga.  Applicant  is 
authorized  to  conduct  operations 
throughout  the  United  States. 

No.  MC  1504  (Sub  No.  145),  filed  May 

15. 1958.  Applicant:  ATLANTIC  GREY¬ 
HOUND  CORPORATION,  1100  Kanawha 
Valley  Building,  Charleston,  W.  Va. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Raymond  H. 
Warns,  same  address  as  applicant.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  a  regular 
route,  transporting:  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express  and  newspapers, 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  be¬ 
tween  the  junction  Old  and  Relocated 
West  'N^rginia  Highways  25,  0.6  miles 
East  of  Nitro,  W.  Va.,  Post  Office  and 
Junction  Old  and  Relocated  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highways  25,  2.3  miles  East  of  Ni¬ 
tro,  W.  Va.,  Post  Office,  over  Relocated 
West  Virginia  Highway  25,  serving  all 
intermediate  points.  Applicant  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  conduct  operations  in 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  Ohio,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 


Appucatioms  Under  212  (c)  Conversiom 
Proceedzncs 

No.  MC  44926  (Sub  No.  1)  JOHN  CAN- 
TERETJ.T.  dba  J.  &  t:.  EXPRESS  COM¬ 
PANY  (Nutley,  N.  J.) 

No.  MC  96500  (Sub  No.  1)  HARVEY’S 
EXPRESS  COMPANY,  INC.  (New  York. 
N.  Y.) 

No.  MC  101074  (Sub  No.  2)  S.  C.  TA¬ 
BOR  (Olive  Hill,  Ky.) 

No.  MC  115862  (Sub  No.  2)  ARTHUR 
JAMES  FERO,  JR.  dba  FERO’S  MOTOR 
EXPRESS  (Waterford,  N.  Y.) 

The  above-numbered  proceedings 
were  instituted  on  the  Commission’s  own 
initiative,  on  February  17,  1958,  to  de¬ 
termine  the  carrier’s  status  pertaining 
to  their  contract  carrier  authority  is¬ 
sued  on  or  before  August  22.  1957.  It 
has  now  been  determined  that  the  car¬ 
riers’  operations  are  those  of  a  contract 
carrier  and  an  order  which  becomes  ef¬ 
fective  June  30,  1958,  will  discontinue 
the  proceedings. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a  (b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  sections 
5  (a)  an^  210a  (b)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  certain  other  pro¬ 
cedural  matters  with  respect  thereto 
(49  CFR  1.240). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F  6689,  published  in  the  Sep¬ 
tember  18,  1957,  issue  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  page  7445.  Amendment 
filed  at  the  hearing- May  15,  1958,  seek¬ 
ing  authority  for  merger  into  TAKIN 
BROS.  FREIGHT  LINE,  INC.,  100  East 
10th  Street,  Waterloo,  Iowa,  of  lOWA- 
NEBRASKA  TRANSPORTATION  CO.. 
INC.,  Avoca,  Iowa.  _ 

No.  MC-F  6905  (correction)  (NEW 
YORK  CENTRAli  TRANSPORT  CX>.— 
PURCHASE  (PORTION)  —  TRUCK 
TRANSPORT  CO.),  published  in  the 
May  28,  1958,  issue  of  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  on  page  3684.  The  name  of  Bev¬ 
erley  S.  Simms  and  title  firm  nameof 
Wrape  and  Hemly,  1624  Eye  Street  nW., 
Washington,  D.  C.,  should  be  removed 
as  counsel. 

No.  MO-F  6913.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  into  HUSMANN  &  ROPER 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1717  North 
Broadway.  St.  Louis  6,  Mo.,  of  SCHIEN 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  416  West  Main 
Street,  Sedalia,  Mo.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
ney:  G.  M.  Rebman,  314  Nor12i  Broad¬ 
way,  St.  Louis  2,  Mo.  Operating  rights 
,  sought  to  be  merged:  General  commodi¬ 
ties,  with  certain  exceptions  including 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over  regular 
routes,  between  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  and 
East  St.  Louis,  HI.,  between  Sedalia,  Mo., 
and  Warsaw,  Mo.,  between  Warsaw,  Mo., 
and  Springfield,  Mo.,  between  junction 
U.  S.  Highway  50  and  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  at  or  near  Knobnoster,  lito.,  and  the 
Sedalia,  Mo.,  Glider  Base,  between  jimc- 
tion  of  U.  S.  Highway  50  and  Missouri 
Highway  5  hear  Syracuse,  Mo.,  and 
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and  the  District  of  Columbia;  automo-  manufacture  and  assembly  of  alrplanea.' ' 
biles,  trucks,  tractors,  automobile  chassis,  and  airplane  parts  and  assemblies  ^ 
and  trucks  chassis,  in  initial  movements,  tween  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  points  within 
Ln  driveaway  service,  and  motor  vehicle  one  mile  thereof,  on  the  one  han/f 
bodies,  from  points  in  Jefferson  County,  on  the  other,  Robertson,  Mo.  VenS 
Ky.,  to  Moffett,  Okla.,  and  Texarkana,  holds  no  authority  from  tills  Commis- 
Tex.;  new  automobiles,  new  trucks,  new  sion;  however  it  is  controlled  by  the 
trailers,  new  bodies,  new  cabs,  new  vendor,  which  is  authorized  to  operate 
chassis,  and  automobile  parts  and  ac~  as  a  common  carrier  in  all  States  in  the 
cessories,  when  such  parts  and  acces-  United  States  and  the  District  of  Co- 
sories  are  incidental  to  equipment  of  lumbia.  If  this  application  is  approved, 
cars  actually  transported,  in  initial  vendee  will  be  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  from  of  vendor  with  identical  officers  and 
places  of  manufacture  and  assembly  in  directors.  Application  has  not  been 
Louisville,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Georgia,  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Indiana,  Ohio,  section  210a  (b) . 
points  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St.  No.  MC-F  6917.  Authority  sought  for 
Louis,  Ill.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  purchase  by  M  &  M  TRANSFORTATK^ 
by  the  Commission,  and  points  in  Illinois  COMPANY,  250  Mystic  Avenue,  S(»ner> 
on  and  south  of  U.  S.  Highway  24;  new  yille  45,  Mass.,  of  a  portion  of  the  operat- 
automobiles,  new  trucks,  new  trailers,  ing  rights  of  CHELSEA  CONTl^CriNQ 
and  new  chassis,  in  initial  movements,  &  TRUCKING  CO.,  140  Third  Strek, 
in  driveaway  service,  from  places  of  Chelsea  50,  Mass.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
manufacture  and  assembly  in  Louisville,  HARRY  MARKS,  26  Nancy  Road,  New- 
Ky.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  In-  ton,  Mass.,  SIDNEY  MARKS,  186  Laurel 
diana,  Kentucky,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Road,  Chestnut  Hill,  Mass.,  WESLEY 
Tennessee,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  MARKS,  94  Redwood  Road,  Newton, 
points  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St.  Mass.,  and  SIDNEY  MALKIN,  193  West 
Louis,  m..  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  Shore  Road,  Kings  Point,  N.  Y.,  of  con- 
by  the  Commission,  and  points  in  Illinois  trol  of  such  rights  through  the  purchase.' 
on  and  south  of  U.  S.  Highway  24;  auto-  Applicants’  attorney:  Zelby  &  Burstelni 
mobiles,  trucks,  trailers,  bodies,  cabs,  and  160  Broadway,  New  York  38,  N.  Y.  op. 
chassis,  in  truckaway  service,  from  Louis-  crating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
ville,  Ky.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina,  General  commodities,  with  certain  ex- 
Virginia,  and  West  Virginia;  new  auto-  ceptions  including  household  goods  and 
mobiles,  new  trucks,  new  bodies,  new  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier 
cabs,  new  chassis  (except  trailer  chassis) ,  over  irregular  routes  between  points  In 
and  automobile  parts  and  accessories  Massachusetts.  Vendee  is  authorised  to 
when  such  parts  and  accessories  are  in-  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Massa- 
cidental  to  equipment  of  cars  actually  chusetts,  Pennsylvania,  Connecticut,  New 
transported  in  initial  movements,  in  Jersey,  Rhode  Island,  New  York,  and 
driveaway  service,  from  places  of  manu-  Maryland.  Application-  has  not  been 
facture  or  assembly  in  Louisville,  Ky.,  filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec- 
to  points  in  Arkansas,  Florida,  Louisiana,  tion  210a  (b) . 

Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  South  Caro-  No.  MC-F  6918.  Authority  sought  for 
lina;  new  automobiles,  new  trucks,  new  purchase  by  HERDER  TRUCK  LINES, 
bodies,  new  cabs,  new  chassis  (except  INC.,  135  West  Post  Office  Street, 
trailer  chassis) ,  and  automobile  parts  Weimar,  Tex.,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
and  accessories  when  such  parts  and  CHARL^  HERDER,  JR.,  doing  business 
accessories  are  incidental  to  equipment  as  HERDEIR  TRUCK  LINES,  135  West 
of  cars  actually  transported,  in  initial  Post  Office  Street,  Weimar,  Tex.,  and  for 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  from  acquisition  by  CHARLES  HERDER,  JR., 
places  of  manufactme  and  assembly  in  also  of  Weimar,  of  control  of  such  rights 
Louisville,  Ky.,  to  points  in  Alabama,*  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  at- 
Arkansas,  Florida,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  torney:  Ewell  H.  Muse,  Jr.,  415  Perry 
Mississippi,  and  South  Carplina;  auto-  Brooks  Building,  Austin,  'Tex.  Oper- 
mobiles,  trucks,  bodies,  cabs,  and  chassis  ating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
(except  trailer  chassis),  new,  used,  un-  General  commodities,  with  certain  ex- 
finished,  or  wrecked,  in  secondary  move-  ceptions  including  household  goods  and 
ments,  in  driveaway  service,  between  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  car- 
points  in  Arkansas,  Florida,  Louisiana,  rier  over  regular  routes,  between  Hous- 
Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  South  Caro-  ton,  Tex.,  and  Moulton,  Tex.,  between 
lina,  and  between  points  in  Arkansas,  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  and  Gonzales,  Tex, 
Florida,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  Mississippi,  and  between  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  and  Se- 
and  South  Carolina,  on  the  one  hand,  quin,  Tex.,  serving  certain  intermediate 
and,  on  the  other,  Louisville,  Ky.;  new  and  off -route  points.  Vendee  is  author- 
automobiles,  new  trucks,  new  chassis,  ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
and  automobile  parts  and  accessories  imder  the  Second  Proviso  of  section  2M 
when  such  parts  and  accessories  are  (a)  (1)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
incidental  to  the  equipment  of  cars  actu-  in  the  State  of  Texas.  Application  has 
a^y  transported,  in  initial  movements,  been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
in  truckaway  service,  from  Louisville,  section  210a  (b). 

Ky.,  to  Moffett,  Okla.,  and  Texarkana,  No.  MC-F  6919.  Authority  sought  tot 
Tex.;  airplane  parts,  between  Louisville,  purchase  by  THE  GUYOTT  COMPANY, 
Ky.,  and  points  within  one  mile  thereof,  176  Forbes  Avenue,  New  Haven,  Conn., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  of  the  operating  rights  and  property  of 
Robertson,  Mo.,  Cincinnati,  Columbus,  RALPH  H.  WORRALL,  doing  businea 
and  Dayton,  Ohio,  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  and  as  R.  H.  WORRALL,  265  Plain  Street, 
points  within  ten  miles  of  Buffalo,  N.  Y.;  Providence,  R.  I.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
jigs  fixtures  and  layouts  used  in  the '  FRANCIS  R.  GUYOTT,  45  Snug  Harbor 
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Road,  MilfoJ****  Conn.,  LOUIS  E.  GUY- 
rvrr  Ridgewood  Terrace,  North  Haven, 
CLARA  A.  GUYOTT,  22  An- 
^rson  Avenue,  Milford,  Conn.,  of  con- 
of  such  rights  and  property  through 
^  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney: 
^ul  J-  Goldstein,  109  Church  Street, 
•Kew  ^ven.  Conn.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Petroleum 
nroducts,  in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier 
^er  Irregular  routes,  between  Provi¬ 
dence,  R.  I-.  WMi  East  Providence,  R.  I., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  all 
points  in  Connecticut  and  Rhode  Island, 
certain  points  in  Massachusetts; 
loBd  fuel,  and  commodities  requiring 
damp  trucks  for  transportation,  be¬ 
tween  Providence,  R.  I.,  on  the  one  hand, 
gnd,  on  the  other,  all  points  in  Rhode 
and  Connecticut  and  certain 
poin|s  in  Massachusetts;  solid  fuel,  from 
Providence,  R.  I.,  to  certain  points  in 
Idassachusetts  and  Connecticut,  and 
Tiverton,  R.  I.,  and  from  Pawtucket, 
R.  I.,  to  Wrentham,' Mass.  Vendee  is 
autiMrized  to  operate  as  a  common  ear¬ 
ner  in  Rhode  Island,  ponnecticut, 
Massachusetts,  Pennsylvania,  and  New 
York  Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b). 

No.  MC-F  6920.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MERCHANTS  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  New  Albany,  Miss.,  of  the 
operating  rights  of  BEN  AT  J  lEN 
kitchens  and  PAUL  DENNIS 
kitchens,  doing  business  as  MER¬ 
CHANTS  TRUCK  LINE,  New  Albany, 
Ifiss.,  and  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  THE  INTER-CITY  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  132  Legion  Street,  Johnson 
City,  Tenn.,  and  for  acquisition  by  BEN 
ALIEN  KITCHENS.  PAUL  DENNIS 
KITCHENS  and  CARLTON  (JACK) 
DOWDY,  all  of  New  Albany,  Miss.,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorneys:  James  H. 
^ps,  Jr..  Thad  A.  Cox  Building.  Johnson 
City.  Tenn.,  Ramsay  Wall,  First  National 
Ba^  Building,  Memphis.  Tenn.,  and 
John  Paul  Jones,  Home  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Memphis,  Tenn.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  (KITCHEINS) 
General  commodities,  with  certain  excep¬ 
tions  including  household  goods  and 
commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  common  ear¬ 
ner  over  a  regular  route  between 
Honphis,  Term.,  and  New  Albany.  Miss., 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  and  the 
og-route  point  of  Cotton  Plant,  Miss.; 
(INTER-CITY)  General  commodities, 
witti  certain  exceptions  including  house¬ 
hold  goods  and  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a 
common  carrier  over  regular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Memphis.  Tenn.,  and  Columbus, 
Miss.,  between  New  Albany,  Miss.,  and 
Baldwyp,  Miss.,  and  between  Pontotoc, 
Ifiss.,  and  Okolona,  Miss.,  serving  all 
Intennediate  and  certain  off-route 
points.  MERCHANTS  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  holds  no  authority  from  this  Com- 
oission,  however,  its  stockholders,  BEN 
AILEN  KITCHENS  and  PAUL  DENNIS 
kitchens,  doing  business  as  MER¬ 
CHANTS  TRUCK  LINE,  a  partnership, 
b  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
wrier  in  Tennessee  and  Mississippi. 
Awjlication  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a  (b) . 

No.  110 - 7 


No.  MC-F  6921.  Autflohty  sought  for 
purchase  by  JOSEPH  CALHOUN  WEBB. 
SR.,  doing  business  as  WEBB’S  TRANS¬ 
FER,  166  South  Main  Street,  Suffolk, 
Va.,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating  rights 
of  H.  E.  HUDGINS  AND  C.  DOUGLAS 
THOMAS,  doing  business  as  M  &  G 
TRANSPORTATTON,  Cobbs  Creek,  Va, 
Applicants’  attorney:  Jno  C.  Goddin, 
1304  State-Planters  Bank  Building, 
Richmond  19,  Va.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions  includ¬ 
ing  Ifousehold  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  between  Richmond,  Va.,  and 
points  in  Essex  County.  Va.,  southeast  of 
U.,S.  Highway  360  except  those  within 
one  mile  of  such  highway.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  North  Carolina,  Virginia,  Mary¬ 
land,  Pennsylvania.  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  South  Carolina,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia.  Applica¬ 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-F  6922.  Authority  sought  tor 
purchase  by  GEITER  TRUCKING,  IN¬ 
CORPORATED,  East  Railway  Street,  Cut 
Bank,  Mont.,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  A.  E.  SHERIDAN  TRUCK¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  North  Central  Avenue, 
Cut  Bank,  Mont.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
RALPH  E  GETTER,  THOMAS  I.  GET¬ 
TER,  RUTH  V.  GETTER  and  BRUCE  E. 
GETTER,  all  of  Cut  Bank,  of  control  of 
such  rights  and  property  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  representative: 
Ralph  K  Getter.  President  of  Getter 
Trucking.  Incorporated.  East  Railway 
Street,  C^ut  _  Bank,  Mont.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  Machin¬ 
ery,  materials,  supplies,  and  equipment 
incidental  to.  or  used  in,  the  construction. 
devel(H>ment.  operation  and  maintenance 
of  fsu:ilities  for  the  discovery,  develop¬ 
ment,  and  production  of  natur^  gas  and 
petroleum,  machinery  or  machines  and 
parts  thereof,  and  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  in  connection  therewith, 
used  in  the  operation,  repair,  servicing, 
maintenance  and  dismantling  of  bak¬ 
eries,  dairy,  creamery  and  cheese-manu¬ 
facturing  plants,  ice-manufacturing  or 
refrigeration  plants,  laundry  and  dry- 
cleaning  establishments  (other  than 
household)  and  milling  operations,  all  in 
truckloads,  requiring  specif  equipment, 
forest  products,  ''lumber  and  lumber 
products,  iron  and  steel  products,  air¬ 
plane  engines  and  parts,  torecked  motor 
vehicles,  railroad  equipment,  materials 
and  supplies,  refrigeration  and  cooling 
equipment,  and  safes,  vaults  and  parts 
thereof,  all  in  truckload^,  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  and  buildings,  fabricated 
or  portable,  electrical  appliances,  ma- 
-  terials  and  parts,  electrical  poles,  tele¬ 
phone  and  telegraph  poles  and  pole  line 
equipment,  elevating  and  hoisting  ma¬ 
chinery  and  equipmerit,  mining,  ore- 
milling  and  smelting  machinery  and 
equipment,  roadbuilding  equipment,  ma¬ 
terial  and  supplies,  rock  and  stone  crush¬ 
ers  and  parts,  and  telephone,  telegraph 
and  electric  lines,  cables,  appliances, 
equipment  and^parts,  including  the 
stringing  and  picking  up  thereof,  aU  in 
truckloads,  as  a  common  carrier  over 


irregular  routes  between  points  In  Gla¬ 
cier.  Liberty,  Pqndera,  and  Toede  Coun¬ 
ties.  Mont.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Montana 
and  Wyoming.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  imder 
section  210a  (b) . 

KOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC-F  6892^  (AMERICAN  TRANS- 
PORTATTON  ENTERPRISES,  INC.— 
CONTROL—DELAWARE  BUS  CO.), 
published  in  the  May  14.  1958,  issue  of 
the  Federal  Register  on  page  3292.  Sup¬ 
plement  filed  May  23,  1958,  to  show 
joinder  of  ALLEN  h  COMPANY,  30  Broad 
Street,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  as  a  party  in 
control  of  AMERICAN  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  ENTERPRISES,  INC. 

No.  MC-F  6895  (correction)  (QUEEN 
CITY  COACH  CO.— PURCHASE  (POR¬ 
TION)  —CAROLINA  SCENIC  STAGES) , 
published  in  the  May  14, 1958,  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register,  on  page  3292.  The  au¬ 
thority  being  transferred  should  be  cewr- 
rected  by  eliminatii^  therefrom  the 
following:  •‘passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  and  express,  mail,  and  newspapers 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers,  be¬ 
tween  Orangeburg,  S.  C.,  and  Siuringfield, 
S.  C.,  serving  all  intermediate  points.” 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

•  Secrete^. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4170;  Piled,  June  4.  1958; 

8:45  a.  m.] 


Fourth  Section  Applications  for  Relief 
June  2,  1958. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  Uie  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  IS 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

LONG-AND-SHORT  HAUL 

FSA  No.  34724:  Coal — Southern  Rail¬ 
way  mines  to  points  in.  the  Carolina^, 
Filed  by  Southern  Railway  Company,  for 
itself  (No.  132-A)  and  interested  rail 
carriers.  Rates  on  coal,  all  kinds,  and 
fine  coal,  carloads  from  mines  on  the 
Southern  Railway  and  its  shortline  con¬ 
nections  in  Kentucky.  Tennessee,  and 
Virginia  to  destinations  in  Carolina  ter¬ 
ritory,  southern  Virginia  and  northern 
Georgia. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Competition  with 
natural  gas,  oil,  etc. 

Tariff:  Supplement  43  to  Southern 
Railway  Company  tariff  L  C.  C.  A-11352. 

FSA  No.  34725:  Fine  coal — Southern 
mines  to  Carolina  and  Georgia  points. 
Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  Agent  (SPA 
No.  A3673),  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  fine  coal,  carloads  from  mines 
in  southeastern  Kentucky,  eastern 
Tennessee,  southwest  Virginia,  and  West 
Virginia  to  points  in  Georgia.  North 
Carolina  and  South  Carolina. 

Grounds  for  relief:  C(Hnpetition  with 
other  fuels  and  grouping. 

Tariff:  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway 
Cennpany  tariff  I.  C.  C.  13500  and  other 
schedules. 


NOTICES 


:an  and  I.  C.  A.  entered  into  the  agree-  ^  ^^®^wonal  securities  exchange:^ 

nent  of  sale,  the  Petrolite  stock  was  ®  rrv,«.  a 

luoted  approximately  at  bid  85  and  <  ^ 

iskpd  87  issued  its  order  and  notice  of  hearine  l 

American  and  I.  C.  A.  have  the  same  the^urities  ^ 

investment  adviser,  Capital  Research 

md  Management  Company,  and  many  of  i  ^  ^hearing  ^ 

the  officers  and  directors  of  American  " 

ire  also  officers  and  directors  of  I.  C.  A.  h® 

Accordingly,  American  and  I.  C.  A.  may  J  Period  v*  . 

be  affiliated  companies  and  the  sale  by 
American  to  1.  C.  A.  would  be  prohibited  nf 

by  section  17  (a)  (1)  of  the  act  unless 

exempted  by  order  under  section  17  (b)  the  Anwr.  •; 

which  provides  that  the  Commission  A 

shall  exempt  a  proposed  transaction 

from  the  provisions  of  section  17  (a)  if  nn*H  f nr^^Unri^n  uu*^* 

it  finds  that  the  terms  of  the  proposed  failure  to  comply  wiffi  tte 

transaction,  including  the  consideration 

to  be  paid,  are  reasonable  and  fair  and  pursuant  to  section  14  (a) 

do  not  involve  overreaching  on  the  part  oiineact.  . 

of  any  person  concerned,  that  the  pro-  1958,  the  Commisskm 

posed  transaction  is  consistent  with  the  Jssi^d  its  order  summarily  suspending 
policy  of  each  registered  investment  trading  of  said  SMurities  on  the  exchange 
company  concerned,  as  recited  in  its  reg-  Pursuant  to  section  19  (a)  <4)  of  the  act 
istration  statement  and  reports  filed  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  said  order  to 
under  the  act,  and  is  consistent  with  the  P^cycut  fraudulent,  deceptive  or  manlp* 
general  purposes  of  the  act.  ulative  acts  or  practices  for  a  period  of 

The  Boards  of  Directors  of  both  com-  ten  days  ending  May  29, 1958. 
panies  have  approved  the  transaction.  fH-  The  Commission  being  of  the  opto- 
The  application  urges  that  the  Commis-  I®*'  that  the  public  interest  requires  the 
sipn  make  the  required  findings  under  summary  suspension  of  trading  in  such 
section  17  (b)  of  the  act.  The  difference  security  on  the  American  Stock  Elxchange 
in  the  price  of  $85  per  share  of  Petrolite  that  such  action  is  necessary  and- 
stock  paid  by  American  on  the  acquisi-  appropriate  for  the  protection  of  in- 
tion  of  such  stock  from  Bareco  and  the  vestors;  and 

price  of  $86  per  share  to  be  paid  by  I.  C.  A.  The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion 
refiects  allowance,  among  other  things,  that  such  suspension  is  necessary  in  or- 
for  the  expense  incurred  by  American  in  der  to  prevent  fraudulent,  deceptive,  or 
acquiring  the  stock  and  an  improvement  manipulative  acts  or  practices,  with  the  ^ 
in  the  market  prices  quoted  for  the  Pet-  result  that  it  will  be  .unlawful  under 
rolite  stock  since  American’s  acquisition,  section  15  (c)  (2)  of  the  Securities  Bi- 
Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter-  change  Act  of  1934  and  the  Commission’s 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  June  Rule  X-15C2—2  thereunder  for  any  brtto 
11, 1958,  at  5 :30  p.  m„  submit  to  the  Com-  or  dealer  to  make  use  of  the  mails  or  d  , 
mission  in  writing  any  facts  bearing  any  means  or  instrumentality  of  into- 
upon  the  desirability  of  a  hearing  on  the  state  commerce  to  effect  any  transacoon 
matter  and  may  request  that  a  hearing  ^n,  or  to  induce  or  attempt  to  indued  the  • 
be  held,  such  request  stating  the  nature  purchase  or  sale  of,  such  security  oth^- 
of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for  such  re-  wise  than  on  a  national  securities 
quest,  and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or^  excha^e,  '  ^ 

law  proposed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section  19 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the  (a)  (4)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing  of  1934,  that  trading  in  said  securities  m 
thereon.  Any  such  communication  or  the  American  Stock  Exchange  be  sum- 
request  should  be  addressed:  Secretary,  marily  suspended  in  order  to  prevent, 
S^mities  and  Exchange  Commission,  fraudulent,  deceptive,  or  manipulative 

practices  for  a  period  of  ten  (101' 

SdrlQ  Q£tL09  vil0  d>PI)liC&rviOH  lUd^y  U0  0[]r8(Xlv0Qi  j  ^ jg-  qa  1  aco  fi  lORlL 

as  provided  In  Rule  N-6  of  the  rules  and  ^0.  1968.  to  June  8.  1»» 

regulations  promulgated  under  the  act.  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission.  By  I'lic  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois,  [seal]  OavAL  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary,  Secretari. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  68-4227;  Piled.  June  4.  1968;  [P.  R.  T>oc.  68-4228;  Piled,  June  4,  19« 

8:61  a.  m.]  8:61  a.  m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

{Pile  No.  812-11551 
Aicerican  Mutual  Fund,  Inc. 

NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  APPLICATION  FOR  ORDER 

EXEMPTING  TRANSACTION  BETWEEN  AF¬ 
FILIATES 

May  29, 1958. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  American 
Mutual  Fund,  Inc.  (“American”) ,  a  reg¬ 
istered  open-end  Versified  investment 
company,  has  filed  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  17  (b)  of  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“act”). for 
an  order  of  the  Commission  exempting 
from  the  provisions  of  section  17  (a)  of 
the  act  the  sale  by  it  of  11,520  shares  of 
capital  stock  of  Petrolite  Corporation 
C’Petrolite”)  to  the  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  of  America  (“I.  C.  A.”),  also  a  reg¬ 
istered  open-end  diversified  investment 
company. 

The  application  makes  the  following 
representations : 

Petrolite  is  principally  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  chemicals  and 
electrical  equipment  for  the  purification 
and  treatment  of  petroleum  and  the 
■  manufacture  and  sale  of  waxes  from 
crude  oil  residuum.  Pursuant  to  an  or¬ 
der  of  this  Commission  dated  April  22, 
1958  (Investment  Company  Act  Release 
No.  2702),  American  acquired  from 
bareco  Investment  Company  (“Bareco”) 
substantially  all  of  its  assets,  including 
25,520  shares  of  Petrolite  capital  stock. 
This  block  represents  8.7  percent  of  the 
total  number  of  Petrolite  shares  out¬ 
standing.  American  states  that  the  ag¬ 
gregate  value  of  said  shares  exceeds  the 
amount  which  it  holds  or  desires  to  hold 
of  any  one  security  which  is  traded  in  the 
over-the-counter  market  and  is  rela¬ 
tively  inactive.  Accordingly,  it  proposes 
to  sell  11,520  of  said  shares  to  I.  C.  A. 
at  a  price  of  $86.00  per  share,  or  a  total 
price  of  $990,720.  The  agreement  of 
sale  provides  that  if,  prior  to  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  the  Commission’s  order  requested 
herein,  the  bid  quotations  in  the  over- 
the-counter  market  for  Petrolite  capital 
stock  should  be  less  than  82  or  more 
than  89*/^  per  share,  either  party  may 
require  a  redetermination  of  the  price. 

In  determining  the  price  to  be  paid 
by  American  for  the  assets  acquired 
from  Bareco,  the  Petrolite  stock  was 
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DB’ARTMENT  of  justice 

Office  of  Alien  Property 

Chables  de  Ladoucetti 

■OTICE  or  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 

pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad- 
inff  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  la  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re- 
Srn.  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  oubUcation  hereof,  the  following  prop- 
^  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
renting  from  the  administration 
^^f  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses:  ^ 

Clgimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Charles  de  Ladoucette,  172  Ri^e  de  lUnl- 
,^te,  Paris  France:  Claim  No.  61601; 
IJS50.01  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Vesting  Ord^r  No.  17699. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
Jlay  22, 1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

IF.  B.  Doc.  58-4206;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 

8:46  a.m.] 


Toshiwa  Ide  / 

lonci  or  intention  to  return  vested 

PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  hereof,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
renting  from  the  administration  there¬ 
in  prior  to  return,  and  after  adequate 
provision  for  taxes  and  conservatory 
expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Toshiwa  Ide.  No.  227,  Shirakibaru  Ono- 
mschi,  Chikushi-Gun,  Fukuoka-Ken,  Japan; 
Claim  No.  62373;  $6,356.15  in  the  Treasury 
of  tile  United  Statest 
Vesting  Order  No.  7955. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
Uay27, 1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[8iAL]_  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

(F.  B.  Doc.  59-4207;  Filed.  June  4.  1958; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


,  Louis  H.  Scho$ttler 

NOTICE  OP  intention  TO  RETURN 
VESTED  PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad- 
iuK  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re- 
bim,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
oI  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de- 
®roase  resulting  from  the  administration 


thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Louis  H.  Schoettler,  Hamburg,  Germany; 
Claim  No.  41448;  $7,123.49  in  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States. 

Vesting  Order  No.  12464. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 

May  26, 1958.  / 

/ 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  .  Dallas  S.  Townsend, 
Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Director, Offie^  of  Alien  Property. 

'  [F.  R.  Doc.  56-4208;  Filed.  June  4,  1958; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


Tlona  Strausz 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED  - 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act.  as 
amended,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  inten¬ 
tion  to  return,  on  or  after  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  hereof,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  property,  subject  to  any  increase 
or  decrease  resulting  from  the  admin¬ 
istration  thereof  prior  to  return,  and 
after  adequate  provision  for  taxes  and 
conservatory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Ilona  Strausz,  formerly  Ilona  (Elona) 
Weisz  Weinberger,  Reh  Shmuel  Hanavi  34, 
Bajit  Gan  Lea,  Jerusalem,  Israel;  Claim  No. 
33662;  $1,436.41  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United 
States. 

Vesting  Order  No.  3820. 

Executed  at  Washington/  D.  C.,  on 
May  27, 1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[SEAL]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4209;  Filed.  June  4.  1958; 
8:47  a.  m.) 


State  of  Netherlands  for  Benefit  of 

J.  J.  VAN  DER  EYK  ET  AL. 

notice  of  intention  to  return  vested 

PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to  re¬ 
turn,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof ,  the  following  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  any  increase  or  decrease 
resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  aniLconserva- 
tory  expenses:  ' 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property',  and  Location 

All  right,  title  and  interest  of  the  Attorney 
General  acquired  pursuant  to  Vesting  Order 
No.  18521  (16  Fed.  Reg.  10097,  October  3. 
1951)  in  and  to  the  securities  described 
below; 

The  State  of  the  Netherlands  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of: 

J.  J.  van  der  Eyk,  Jj.  S.  Claim  No.  971; 
Southern  Pacific  Company  4^-81,  Bond  No. 
41719,  in  the  principal  amount  of  $1,000. 

A.  W.  Westra  van  Holthe,  L.  S.  Claim  No. 
973;  Cities  Service  Company  5/69.  Debentures 


Noe.  38886  and  41971/2,  in  the  iffindpal 
amoxmt  of  $1,(X)0  eaCh. 

H.  J.,  O.  L.,  and  BCr.  E.  A.  Bolte,  L.  S.  Claim 
No.  975;  Cities  Service  Company  6/66,  Deben¬ 
tures  Nos.  13013/4.  In  the  principal  amount 
of  $1,000  each.  i 

Mrs.  E.  J.  Prills,  nee  Bok,  L.  8.  dialm  No. 
980;  Central  Pacific  Railway  Company  4/49, 
Bond  No.  9361.  and  Cities  Service  Company 
5/66,  Debeature  No.  17999,  all  In  the  princi¬ 
pal  amount  of  $1,000  each. 

Mrs.  A.  A.  Geertsema-du  Ry  van  Beest 
Holle,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  981;  Cities  Service  Ccsn- 
pany  5/66,  Debenture  No.  10338,  In  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  $1,000. 

Dowager  D.  R.  J.  Baroness  van  L3rnden, 

L.  S.  Claim  No.  983;  Cities  Service  Company 
6/69,  Debenture  No._  24860,  In  thq  principal 
amount  of  $1,000. 

Noord-en  Zuld  Hollandsche  Redding  Maat- 
schappij,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  986;  Cities  Service 
Company  5/58.  Debentures  Nos.  5142,  5561, 
and  7576,  in  the  principal  amount  of  $1,000 
each. 

Mrs.  H.  A.  Lamberts-de  Haart  and  C.  O.  de 
Haart,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  990;  Cities  Service 
Company  5/69,  Debenture  No.  7552,  in  the  1. 
principal  amount  of  $1,000. 

J.  A.  Hulman,  Jr.,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  991; 
Cities  Service  Company  5/69,  Debenture  No. 
9682,  in  the  principal  amount  of  $1,000. 

J..  and  L.  P.  Kwak  and  Mrs.  G.  H.  P. 
Voskuyl-Kwak.  L.  S.  Claim  No.  995;  Cities 
Service  Company  5/69,  Debentures  Nos. 
13720  and  25396,  in  the  principal  amount  of 
$1,000  each. 

Mrs.  A.  G.  H.  Heinen-Stricker,  L.  S.  Claim 
No.  1000;  Southern  Pacific  Company  4^- 
81,  Bond  No.  34327,  in  the  principal  amoimt 
of  $1,000. 

J.  HUlen,  Jan,  W.,  J.,  A.,  and  H.  Pfann, 
Mrs.  D.  Serret-Pfann,  L.  J.  van  Weert,  H.  J. 

V.  d.  Berg,  and  Joh.  P.  Buddlng-Pfann,  L.  8. 
Claim  No.  1002;  Southern  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  4/55,  l^nd  No.  106649,  in  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  of  $1,000. 

J.  Bauer-Sttunpf,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  1017; 
Cities  Service  Company  5/69,  Debentures  Nos. 
35926,  37776  and  45813,  in  the  principal 
amoimt  of  $1,000  each. 

Q.  Nepveu,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  1018;  Cities 
Service  Company  5/66,  Debenture  No,'  781, 
in  the  principal  amount  d  $500. 

M.  B.  F.,  T.  L.  F.,  H.,  K.  F.,  and  S.  H.  A.  C. 
van  Geuns,  L.  S.  Claim  No.  1019;  .Cities  Serv¬ 
ice  Company  5/69,  Debenture  No.  34045,  in 
the  principal  amount  of  $1,000.  i 
Vesting  Order  No.  18521. 

Netherlands  Embassy,  Office  of  the  Finan¬ 
cial  Counselor,  25  Broadway,  New  York  4, 
New  York. 

Executed  at  Washington,  iX  C.,  on 
May  26.  1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  MYron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Prope^y. 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4212;  FUed,  JUnq  4,  1958; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


Pieter  TTllema 

NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f)  of  the 
Tra^g  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention 
to  return,  on  or  after  30  da3r8  from  the 
date  of  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade- 


NOTICES 


Now,  therefore,  pursuant  to  section  25 
of  the  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Act  u 
amended,  the  said  Notice  of  Intenti^u 
Return  Vested  Property  is  hereby  amad 
ed  by  delating  imder  the  heading 
ant”  the  name  and  address  of  Ij^s/n 

A.  V.  d.  Bovenkamp-Hillebrants,  and  (£ 
leting  imder  the  heading  “Property  and 
Location”  all  references  to  cash  and 
securities,  and  location  thereof,  and  sub, 
stituting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following; 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  locadon 

Antonia  van  den  Bovenkamp;  13575J  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Maria  van  den  Bovenkamp;  $357.58  in  tht 
Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Gijsbert  van  den  Bovenkamp;  $357.57  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

■  All  of  Diepenveen,  The  Netherlands;  Claim 
No.  60516.  ,  ’  ; 

Vesting  Order  Nos.  17836,  17889,  17918  and 
17950.  ^  ^ 

All  other  provisions  of  said  Notice  (tf 
Intention  to  Return  Vested  Proper^,  and 
all  actions  taken  by  or  on  behalf  (tf  the 
Attorney  General  of  the  United  States 
in  reliance  thereon,  pursuant  thereto, 
and  under  the  authority  therof ,  are  here¬ 
by  ratified  and  confirmed. 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.;  on  May 
27,  1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General.  ~  . 

,  -  v 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myhon, 

Deputy  Director, , 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

’IF.  R.  Doc.  58-4213;  Filed,  Jime  4,.  1958; 

8:48  a.  m.] 


Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
May  27,  1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  Myron, 

Deputy  Director, 
Office  of  Alien  Property' 

[F.  R.  Doc.  58-4211;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 
8:47  a.  m.] 


quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva* 
tory  expenses; 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Pieter  Tillema,  Koningstraat  34,  Zaltbom* 
mel,  HoUand;  Claim  No.  61425;  $153.11  in 
the  Treasury  ol  the  United  States. 

Vesting  Order  No.  17914.  , 

Executed  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  on 
May  27,  1958. 

For  the  Attorney  General. 

[seal]  Paul  V.  MYron, 

Deputy  Director^ 
Office  of  Alien  Property. 

[P.  R.  Doc.  58-4210;  Filed,  June  4,  1958; 
«  8:47  a.  m.] 


Antonia  van  den  Bovenkamp  et  al. 

AMENDED  NOTICE  OF  INTENTION  TO  RETURN 
.  VESTED  PROPERTY 

Whereas,  a  Notice  of  Intention  to  Re¬ 
turn  Vested  Property  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  July  20, 1957  (22 
F.  R.  5814)  with  respect  to  the  return  of 
the  property  described  below  ,to  Mrs. 
B.  A.  V.  d.  Bovenkamp-Hillebrants; 

Whereas,  information  was  subsequent¬ 
ly  received  to  the  effect  that  Mrs.  B.  A. 
V.  d.  Bovenkamp-Hillebrants  died  on  De¬ 
cember  2,  1953  in  Diepenveen,  Holland, 
and  that  she  left  as  her  sole  heirs  her 
three  children,  namely  Antonia,  Maria 
and  Gijsbert  van  den  Bovenkamp; 

Whereas,  Antonia,  Maria  and  Gijsbert 
van  den  Bovenkamp  have  been  substi¬ 
tuted  as  claimants  in  this  matter; 

Whereas,  the  60  shares  of  common 
stock  of  Keta  Gas  and  Oil  Corpora¬ 
tion,  and  the  42  shares  of  common  stock 
of  Swan  Finch  Oil  Corporation,  referred 
to  under  “Property  and  Location”  in  the 
aforesaid  Notice  of  Intention,  have  been 
sold  by  this  Ofllce,  resulting  in  an  in¬ 
crease  in  cash  in  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
counts  of  $59.91; 


Vittoria  Tori  et  al. 

NOTICE  OF  intention  TO  RETURN  VESTED 
PROPERTY 

Pursuant  to  section  32  (f )  of  the  Trad¬ 
ing  With  the  Enemy  Act,  as  amended, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  intention  to 
return,  on  or  after  30  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  hereof,  the  following 
property,  subject  to  any  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  resulting  from  the  administration 
thereof  prior  to  return,  and  after  ade¬ 
quate  provision  for  taxes  and  conserva¬ 
tory  expenses: 

Claimant,  Claim  No.,  Property,  and  Location 

Vittoria  Tori,  Chicago,  Illinois;  $33.34  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Pasquina  Bernardini,  Lucca,  Italy;  $33.33 
In  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Ida  Carmlgnani,  Lucca,  Italy;  $33.33  in 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Vesting  Order  No.  2425;  Claim  No.  46784. 


